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CURRENT TOPICS. 


Ir wrt be seen from the Treasury notice under the Colonial 
Stock Act, 1900, which we print elsewhere, that 4 per cent. 
Trinidad Inscribed Stock (1917-42), and 3 per cent. Trinidad 
Inscribed Stock (1922-44) have been added to the investments 
authorized by section 2 (2) of the Trustee Act, 1898. The stocks 
which have previously been added to the list are certain stocks 
of Canada, feo Zealand, and Ceylon. 





Ir wit be seen from our correspondence columns that our 
appeal to Mr. F. K. Munrow to provide us with a new Father 
of the Profession, in place of Mr. Ozumue, deceased, has been 
successful; though as our esteemed correspondent is wintering 
abroad and cannot refer to his notes, the nomination he makes 
must be regarded as provisional only. We think, however, that he 
is likely to be right, asusual. He names Mr. Atczrnon Sypyzy 
Frexp, of Leamington, the Olerk of the Peace of the County of 
Warwick, who was admitted in 1834, and took out his sixty- 
seventh certificate last year. The late “ Father” was admitted 
in 1831, so that there is little difference in the standing of his 
nominated successor. Now we call upon all and sundry to find 
an older “ Father ” if they can. 





In repty to Mr. Remnant’s question in the House of 
Commons on Thursday in last week as to (among other things) 
whether ‘‘an independent inquiry as to the working” of 
Land Transfer Act, 1897, had taken place, the Attorney-General 
said he was informed “ that an inquiry had in been 
held, with the aid of an independent committee, into the 
organization and working of the Office of Land Registry, and 
that the result was entirely satisfactory. It was not, and 
never had been, o — peng t to * a 
an inquiry as would reopen the qu ci 
after the most mged consideration by Parliament, and 
affirmed, without a division, by very general assent. But there 
was nothing in the Act making it otherwise than right that 
every consideration should be of 


ven to the views of the Ci 
London, or of any county in 
i come into actual operation.” 
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working of the Act, but as to the “ organization and working ”’ 
of the office. 





Ir was pointed out by the Court of Appeal in Whitley v. 
Challis (40 W. R. 291; 1892, 1 Ch. 64) that, where a mortgage 
covers premises on which a business is carried on, the mort- 

agee, in seeking to realize his security, while he is clearly 
entitled to the appointment of a receiver, can only obtain the 
appointment of a manager if his mortgage includes the goodwill 
of the business. The court, observed Liypizy, L.J., only 
appoints a manager with a view to a sale of the business, 
and if the businees is not to be sold in the proceedings for 
enforcing the mortgage, the ground for the appointment 
of a manager disappears. Hence in a case such as Ke The 
Leas Hotel Co. (Limited) (ante, p. 230), recently decided by 
Kexewicn, J., where goodwill is not expressly mentioned in 
the mortgage it becomes important to see if there are general 
words within which it can be brought. There debentures had 
been issued by the company which in terms charged “all the 
lands, buildings, property, stock-in-trade, furniture, chattels, 
and effects whatsoever present and future.” It would be 
difficult to find words more comprehensive than “ property and 
effects whatsoever,” and Kexewicn, J., held that they were 
sufficient for the purpose. Guidance was found in recent cases 
relating to the disposition of partnership property. In Jennings 
v. Jennings (46 W. R. 344 ; 1898, 1 Ch. 378) one of two partners 
sold ail the assets of the partnership to the other, and it was 
held that this included the goodwill, so as to bring in the doctrine 
of Trego v. Hunt (44 W. R. 225; 1896, A. O. 7), and preclude 
the vendor from canvassing the customers of the old firm. And 
in Re David and Matthews (47 W. R. 313; 1899, 1 Ch. 378), 
where a valuation upon the decease of a partner was to include 
‘‘ all the effects and securities” of the firm, it was held that the 
goodwill must be valued. So far as the words are concerned, 
these decisious go as far as was required for the present case. 


Tsz Hovsz or Loxps, affirming the decisions of Cozens- 
Harpy, J., and of the Court of Appeal in Attorney-General v. 
London County Council (1901, 1 Ch. 781), have finally disposed 
of the claim of the London County Council to be entitled to work 
a line of omnibuses in connection with the tramway under- 

i uired by them under several statutes. The case is 
of little general interest in so far as it turned upon these 
tramway statutes, the decision being that they did not authorize 
the working of the omnibuses either expressly or as being 
by necessary implication incidental to the authorized tram- 
way undertakings. A contention was, however, raised on 
behalf of the county council on their appeals to the Court of 
Appeal and to the House of Lords, which goes to the status and 
ang re of — councils generally, and is worth notice. It 

8 been settled law since Ashbury Railway Carriage, c., Co. v. 
Riche (L. R. 7 H. L. 653) that a corporation created by statute 
is confined to the powers conferred upon it by that statute, 
although matters which are incidental to the powers so con- 
ferred ought not (unless expressly prohibited) to be held to be 
ultra vires: Attorney-General v. Great Eastern Railway Co. (5 App. 
Cas. 473). The London County Council sought to escape from 
this doctrine by maintaining that a county council is in the 
same position as regards powers as a municipal corporation. 
A municipal corporation governed by the Municipal Corporations 
Act, 1882, has many powers and duties conferred or imposed 
upon it by that and other statutes: it is not, however, the 
creation of statute, but of a royal charter. It is often possessed 
of corporate property not acquired under any statute, and it 
has many powers which cannot be regarded as statutory. 
County councils, on the other hand, were brought into existence 
by the Local Government Act, 1888, section 79 of which 
expreesly incorporates and names the new bodies thus created. 
So far there is nothing to distinguish a county council from any 
other statute-born ion. But section 2 declares that “a 
county council shal! be constituted and elected and conduct their 
proceedings in like manner, and be in the like position in all 
respects, as the council of a borough divided into wards, subject 
nevertheless to the provisions of this Act,” and to the provisions 


membership and the mode of election. Had the point not been 
so strenuously argued in the two higher courts, it would hardly 
seem possible to contend that the words — in italics, 
occurring, as they do, in a section dealing with mere machinery, 
have the far-reaching effect of freeing a county council from the 
well-known restrictions affecting a statutory body, and it is not 
surprising that the contention found no favour with the courts, 
The case is remarkable for the absolute unanimity with which 
three Lords Justices and six Lords of App2al agreed with the 
decision of the judge of first instance. 





A curious PorntT of unusual interest occupied the Court of 
Appeal for nearly a whole day last week. I[t arose out of a 
bankruptcy petition presented against a stockbroker by a jobber 
on the Stock Exchange, a distinctly unusual proceeding in 
itself, as the court remarked. The registrar had made a 
receiving order upon the petition, relying as an act of bank- 
ruptcy on certain payments which the debtor had made on the 
14th of the month. Now, the debt on which the petition was 
presented was a debt for differences, which differences were 
ascertained on the 13th, but only became payable on the 15th— 
settling day on the Stock Exchange. Now, it is an old and 
well-established principle of the bankruptcy law, which has not 
been affected by the Bankruptcy Act, 1883, that at the time the 
act is committed, which is relied upon as an act of bankruptcy, 
the debt must be in existence. This was conceded by counsel 
for the petitioning creditor. The debtor appealed against 
the receiving order on the point that, whereas the act relied 
upon was committed upon the 14th, the actual debt only 
became a debt due and payable on the 15th. Now, section 
6 (1) (6) of the Bankruptcy Act, 1883, provides that the 
debt must .be ‘‘a liquidated sum payable either immediately 
or at some certain future time.” The contention was that 
this means must be an effective debt for which the creditor 
is in a position to sue. What, then, is the effect of a trans- 
action between a broker and a jobber? Is the sum which 
on the 13th is found due to the jobber—namely, the differences, 
a liquidated sum payable either immediately or at some certain 
future time? The view urged on behalf of the petitioning 
creditor was that on the 13th the original contract for the 
purchase of shares was cancelled by another contract for the 
purcbase of a similar number of shares, and the difference 
represented a debt on an account stated. When the account is 
made up on account day, the principals or their clerks meet, and 
settle what shares are to be carried over and what are 
to be closed. Leaving out of the question the carrying 
over, it would certainly seem that the transaction, if 
carried out in this way, on account day resulted in an agreed, 
that is, a stated, account, and that the debit balance would be a 
debt upon which an action could at once be brought. On the 
other hand, the sum did not by the original contract become 
payable till the 15th, pay day on the Stock Exchange. Siill, 
it would certainly seem that, although payment is postponed till 
the 15th by the operation of the Stock Exchange rule, and there- 
fore a writ could not be issued, the amount ascertained for 
differences is a “liquidated sum payable at a certain future 
time,” and therefore a good petitioning creditor’s debt. The 
fact that it is not a debt upon which the creditor could sue is not 
decisive having regard to the wording of the section: Lx parte 
Raatz (45 W. R. 666). The court allowed the appeal, but 
mainly on the ground that there was not satisfactory evidence 
of the amount due having been ascertained on the 13h. 





Looxen aT in another light, this case brings into prominence 
the peculiar position of the Stock Exchange in relation to the 
bankruptcy law when one of its own members becomes subject 
thereto. In the case of an ordinary person who makes an 
arrangement outside the bankruptcy court with his creditors, 
and whose estate is administered by a trustee under a deed of 
assignment, no creditor who comes in and receives a dividend in 
that voluntary liquidation would be allowed by the court to 
present a petition in bankruptcy upon the same debt. It does 
not seem necessary to cite any of the numerous authorities in 
support of such a well-recognized proposition of law, But 
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defaulter, and his accounts closed, and his Stock Exchange 
assets distributed in dividends among his Stock Exchange 
creditors, which is equivalent to a liquidation under an 
assignment for the benefit of creditors, it appears that 
the principle does not apply, and a Stock Exchange 
creditor is at liberty to take legal proceedings against the 
defaulter for the balance of his debt, and even to present a 
petition in bankruptcy against him: Re Ward (30 W. R. 560). 
Now it is certainly difficult to see how this distinction in favour 
of a Stock Exchange creditor can be justified on principle. 
Why he alone of all a man’s creditors should be so favoured it 
is hard to see. It is easy to understand that, so far as the 
Stock Exchange liquidation of a defaulter’s Stock Excange 
debts goes, it can be justified on the ground that the defaulter’s 
assets are an artificial fund brought into existence by the 
automatic closing of his accounts according to the rules and 
customs of the Stock Exchange. But surely that is a sufficient 
concession to the Stock Exchange creditor, and at any rate for 
a debt arising out of those same Stock Exchange transactions, 
he ought not to be at liberty to harass the debtor afresh, and 
to come in under his bankruptcy and prove in competition with 
his outside creditors upon assets not Stock Exchange assets. 
This point was raised in the Court of Appeal in the case now 
under notice, but was not decided, as the other point concluded 
the case; and the point is at present decided by Re Ward 
(supra), but some day it may be taken to the House of Lords. 





Ir 1s perhaps early to estimate the value and utility of the 
small but important batch of new rules as to costs which are to 
be read into order 65 of the Rules of the Supreme Court, 1883, 
but are themselves to be cited as Rules of the Supreme Court, 
January, 1902 (ante p. 134). But as they have now been 
in force for some weeks, it may be useful to record any 
explanation which throws light upon them, especially when it 
comes from the senior judge of the Chancery Division, who 
himself took part in framing them. In the recent case of Re 
Bradshaw (1902, W. N. 15), which was upon an originating 
summons involving important questions between many parties 
as to election and the validity of a covenant to exercise a 
testamentary power of appointment, it was desired to have the 
costs of all parties allowed out of the estate as between 
solicitor and client. Kexewicn, J., said that it had 
long been his practice on the hearing of such a summons, 
brought either by trustees or by a beneficiary and adopted 
by the trustees as equivalent to an administration, to allow the 
costs of all parties out of the estate as between solicitor and 
client; and he took the opportunity of mentioning that it 
had just been suggested to him by counsel appearing in chambers 
on a similar summons that it was no longer necessary to use the 
words ‘‘as between solicitor and client,” in view of the new 
rule on the subject. This rule 10, substituted for regulation 
29 of R. S. O. ord. 65, r. 27, provides that “on every taxation 
the taxing-master shall allow all such costs, charges, and 
expenses as shall appear to him to have been necessary or 
proper for the attainment of justice or for defending the rights 
of any party, but save as against the party who incurred the 
same, no costs shall be allowed which appear to the taxing- 
master to have been incurred or increased ugh over caution, 
negligence, or mistake, or by payment of special fees to counsel 
or special charges or expenses to witnesses or other persons, or 
by other unusual expenses.” These latter words seem un- 
doubtedly to refer to what are generally known as “ luxuries,” 
and the new rule clearly provides that in ordinary taxation 
the successful party should have his fall costs, but not 
“luxuries.” As was explained by Kexewicn, J., the object 
of the rule was that the successful party should get “the 
costs which he was liable to pay his solicitor in the 
ordinary way, so that he should not go away having a verdict 
for £100 and then have to pay a large sum to his own solicitor.” 
But his lordship was careful to point out that, in his opinion, 
this provision did not do away with the necessity for expressly 
directing on a summons of this kind that the costs should be 
paid ‘‘as between solicitor and client.” Even with the new rule, 
it is certainly very doubtful whether, if the costs were sim 
ordered to be paid out of the estate, the taxing-master would, 
any more than in the past, allow a party all the costs which he 


would allow as between solicitor and client. At any rate 
the convenience of still obtaining the express direction is 
obvious, even if it be not absolutely necessary. Still 


more recently the same learned judge, in dealing with quite 
a different —** of costs, observed that the new rules were 
working well and for the benefit, it was to be hoped, of both 
the public and the profession. In Findlater, Mackie, Todd, § 
Co. v. Newman & Co, (Times, 12th inst.), which was an accion 

for injunctions restraining the user by the defendants of the 
name ‘ Findlater & Co.,” and of the initials ‘‘F. M. T. & Oo.,” 

the plaintifis were held to have failed as to the name- 

injunction, but succeeded as to the user by the defendants of 
the initials as a brand on certain bottle-corks. His lordship 

said that, after. consulting with one of the taxing-masters on 

the subject, he had decided to employ an old form of his own 
under the new rules, and, having regard to certain matters 
which he mentioned, would direct the defendants to pay one- 
third of the plaintiffs’ costs, with no order as to their own 
costs. ‘‘ Under the circumstances,” as his lordship remarked, 
“the costs should be distributed as far as possible between 
failure and success.” 





Is rvsaniTy a defence to an action to recover damages for a 
wrong independent of contract? Students of law will think it 
strange that this question was not settled at a very early period 
of the history of England, but the Supreme Court of New 
Zealand in the recent case of rye: = dh Brennan (19 New 
Zealand Law Rep. 289) could find nothing precisely in point in 
apy reported decision of the English courts. The action was to 
recover damages for assaulting the plaintiff by shooting him 
with a gun. The defence was that, at the time of the com- 
mission of the act, the defendant was a lunatic and of unsound 
mind, and by reason of his mental disease, uncoascious of, and 
wholly unable to understand, the nature and consequences of the 
act which he was doing. At the trial, the judge directed the jury 
that before finding the defendant a lunatic they must be satisfied 
that he was labouring under a disease of the mind to such an 
extent as to render bim —— of understanding the nature 
and quality of the act and of knowing that it was wrong. The 
— that the defendant was a lunatic and of unsound mind 
at the time of the assault, and assessed the damages at £750. 
The defendant moved for oy on the finding of the jury, 
and it was ed on his that the injury done to the 
plaintiff could not be distinguished from an unavoidable 
accident, and that in a case of doubtful principle reference 
might be made to the Roman law, by which in an action for a 
tort the defendant would only be liable if he was in the exercise 
of reason and could distinguish between right and wrong, and 
that the real cause of the injury was the defendant's insanity, 
which disabled him from controllio his impulse to comwit 
violence. The argument for the plaintiff was mainly founded 
on the American decisions. These are summed up in Williams 
v. Hays (42 Amer. St. Rep. 743), where it is said by Eanr, J. : 
‘« The general rule is that an insane person is just as responsible 
for his torts as a sane , and the rule applies to all torts 
except, perhaps, those in which malice and, therefore, intention, 
actual or implied, is a necessary ingredient, like libel, slander, 
or malicious prosecution.” The plaintiff's counsel also cited the 
following in the English case of Weaver v. Ward 
(Hobart 134): ‘If a lunatic kill a man or the like, this 
is no felony, * * — —38 — 

et in tres which ten give : 
to sa gy So it is not so, and, therefore, if a lunatic 
hurt a man, he shall be answerable in trespass, and, the 
no man shall be excused of a trespass except it be j 
utterly without his fault.” The learned judge, Conoxty, J., 
having decided in favour of the plaintiff, the delondant appealed 
to the Supreme Court, and that court Srovt, C.J., and Witt, 
Epwarp, and Maartix, JJ.) affirmed the decision holding the 
defendant liable. 





it appears to be followed by the Code N 
soothes 64 of the Penal Code, declares that 
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at the time of the committing of the act. And by the German 
Criminal Code there is no criminal act where the actor at the 
time of the offence is in a state of unconsciousness or morbid 
disturbance of the mind through which the free determination of 
the will is excluded.’’ It will be observed that these codes, 
following the old civil law, place the liability for crimes and 
torts on the same footing. We have boen unable to find any 
authority in the Scotch digests in the divisions relating to actions 
for delinquency. It is certainly true that there is little or no trace 
of any action like the present in the English reports. This may 
be due to different causes. Where the lunatic is in easy circum- 
stances, a regard for equity and justice may lead those about 
him to pay out of his estate for the mischief which he has done, 
and even where he is poor, relations and friends may satisfy the 
claim, irrespective of any legal liability, wishing to shut the 
door upon a painful inquiry. Or it may possibly be that the 
liability of a lunatic for his torts was never doubted. There 
is no form of a plea of insanity in an action of tort 
in Bullen and Leake’s Precedents, which has always been 
regarded as a strong authority for the opinion of the profession. 
The case of infants is analogous. They were allowed to plead 
their incapacity in actions of contract, but were liable in actions 
of tort. The American decisions sppear to be founded on the 
principle that the person damaged ought to be recompensed, 
and that where a loss must be borne by one of two innocent 
persons, it shall be borne by him who occasioned it. And we 
observe that the New York Civil Code has put a stop to any 
controversy by expressly providing, in section 24, that ‘‘a minor 
or person of unsound mind, of whatever degree, is liable fora 
wrong done by him in like manner with any other person.” 
We have little doubt as to what decision would be given should 
the question be ever raised in the High Court. 





WE ane indebted to an esteemed correspondent for calling 
our attention to an apparent uncertainty in the effect of the 
judgment recently delivered by Byrvez, J., in Re W. Key & Son 
(Limited) (ants, p. 231). The question relates to a matter of con- 
siderable importance in the management of companies—namely, 
the right of the company to enter upon the share register a memo- 
randum of a specific lien accrued upon shares under the lien 
clause in the articles of association, and the right, further, to 
indorse a corresponding note upon any certificate for shares 
issued while the lien is in force. The learned judge, as our 
correspondent points out, seems to have admitted that the 
register might be used for the purpose of entering such a memo- 
randum, and that, if so used, the certificate should be in the 
same form, on the ground that the certificate ought to correspond 
with the register. But since no such memorandum had been 
made against a shareholder who had become bankrupt prior to 
his bankruptcy, Byrnz, J., held that the memorandum should 
not be first made against his trustee. The trustee was not to be 
placed in a worse position than the bankrupt. The reasoning is 
not altogether conclusive. The trustee represents the bankrupt, 
and the transmission of shares involving the issue of a new 
certificate, this is apparently the first occasion when the note on 
the certificate could be made. It is only in the case of an 
original issue of a certificate at a date subsequent to the 
acquisition of the shares, or of a transmission on bankruptcy, 
&e., that the question can arise. Upon a transfer the 
directors will be able under the articles to refuse to register 
the transfer while the lien existe. We doubt, however, 
whether the learned judge really meant to decide that the right 
which the company contended for in fact existed. The lion 
arises under the articles upon the debt coming into existence, 
and in no way depends upon any memorandum in the register 
or on the certificate, and there is no necessity for entering on 
the register the fact that a lien has accrued. The indebtedness 
of the shareholder will appear from the books of the company, 
and the register should 4 kept free from extraneous matter. 
We are not aware that a certificate is taken as a guarantee that 
no lien had accrued prior to its issue, and in practice, where the 

uestion of lien is important— asin mortgages of shares—special 
uiry should be made. At any rate the judgment in question 
would be hardly sufficient justification for introducing a custom | 
of making notes of liens on the register and on certificates, 








THE RECENT decision of the Court of Appeal in the case of J. 4 
J. Cash (Limited) v. Joseph Cash, reported elsewhere, seems to 
set at rest, for a time at least, the question whether a man can 
be restrained from trading in his own name. The effect of the 
decision seems to be that, apart from fraud, no one can be 
restrained from trading in his own name if he takes “‘ reason- 
able precautions” to prevent his goods from being mistaken 
from those of another person of the same name. The result, how- 
ever, is hardly satisfactory, for though, as an abstract principle, 
the decision seems sound enough, and we do not mean to say any- 
thing about its application in the recent case, yet it is scarcely 
calculated to do complete justice under all circumstances. 
Where a manufacturer, whose goods are well known to the 
public, ‘sells his old-established business and shortly afterwards 
sets up an exactly similar business in the same place and under 
an almost identical name, surely the purchaser of the business 
should be given complete protection. But complete protection 
would not, as a rule, be afforded to a purchaser by imposing on. 
the defendant ‘‘reasonable precautions.” Apart from the difficulty 
of saying what is a reasonable precaution, there may be cases 
where no precaution would effectively prevent confusion. The 
courts have always seemed to shrink from restraining a man from 
trading in his own name. But why shrink from the logical 
conclusion of a sound principle? The principle is to prevent 
unfair competition, and as a corollary todecide what is calculated 
to deceive the public. The right of a man to his own patro- 
nymic is indispntable, but when he makes use of it to the 
detriment of his purchaser, it would seem that he ought to be 
directly restrained, and not merely restrained unless he takes 
‘reasonable precautions,” whatever that may mean. 








THE GOVERNMENT LICENSING BILL. 


Tae Government Licensing Bill, which has lately been published, 
is a measure of the greatest importance; and if it becomes law 
in its present form, it will effect some noteworthy changes. 
The first part of the Bill aims at amending the law as to drunken- 
ness, and promises to make things exceedingly unpleasant for some 
persons who at present escape lightly., Thus, power is given to 
apprehend any person found in any public place, or on any licensed 
premises, so drunk as to be unable to take care of himself. 
At present a person drunk and incapable may not be 
arrested, aud although he is oftea taken to the police station 
for his own safety, he is entitled to his liberty when sober and 
must be proceeded against by summons. If the person found 
drunk and incapable has charge of a child under seven years 
of age, the penalty is proposed to be increased, and a month’s 
imprisonment with hard labour may be awarded. At present it 
is not in law any aggravation of the offence of a person ‘‘ found 
drunk ” that he (or she) is in charge of a child; and a sentence 
of imprisonment cannot be passed except for non-payment of a 
penalty. 

With regard to the offence under section 13 of the Licensing 
Act, 1872, of ‘permitting drunkenness,” an important change 
is proposed as to the burden of proof. If a person is found 
drunk on licensed premises, the whole burden is to be thrown upon 
the licensed person of proving that he and his servants took all 
reasonable steps for preventing drunkenness on the premises. 
If he cannot support this burden, the mere fact that a person 
was found drunk on the premises is sufficient to secure his con- 
viction. This is a provision which will probably do a great deal 
to discourage drunkenness. The consequences of a conviction 
are 80 serious to the licensed person that under the new state of 
the law there will be the strongest inducement to him to care- 
fully exclude from his premises every man who shows any 
sign of iatoxication. No doubt when this becomes law 
summonses for permitting drunkenness will be numerous. 
For the relief of the wives of drunkards, it is provided that the 
wife of an habitual drunkard shall be entitled to a separation 
under the Summary Jurisdiction (Married Women) Act, 1895 ; 
and a similar remedy is given to a man whose wife is an 
habitual drunkard. The expression ‘‘ habitual drunkard ” is 
defined by the Habitual Drunkards Act, 1879, to mean “a 

rson who, not being amenable to any jurisdiction in 
unacy, is, notwithstanding, by reason of habitual intem- 
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perate ogee | of intoxicating liquor, at times dangerous 
to himself, or herself, or to others, or incapable of managing 
himself or herself, or his or her affairs.” 

By far the most remarkable of the proposed changes in the law 
je, however, found in section 6. This creates an entirely new 
offence, and one which in principle almost stands alone in 
English law ; for it forbids certain persons, in full enjoyment of 
their liberty in other respects, to do certain acts which the 
majority of persons may do. It provides that where an 
habitual drunkard is convicted under the Inebriates Act, 1898, 
he shall be liable to punishment if within three years he 
purchases, or attempts to purchase, any intoxicating liquor at 
any premises licensed for the sale of liquor to be consumed on 
the premises. Also, if a licensed person knowingly sells any 
liquor to such a person, he is liable to a heavy fine. This is a 
most drastic proposal, and it will, in small towns and villages, 

robably make it very difficult for a drunkard to obtain drink. 
n large towns, however, it is hard to see how it can be 
effectively enforced, at all events against the publicans. 

The second part of the Bill makes various amendments in the 
law of licensing. At present, when a licensed person is con- 
victed of an offence as such, it is, as a rule, in the discretion of 
the court to order, or not to order, the licence to be indorsed. 
It is now proposed to abolish the indorsing of licences, 
and instead, every conviction must be entered by the clerk 
to the justices in the register of licences. Then, if more 
than five convictions are entered within a period of five 
years, no licence can be granted, renewed, or transferred 
to the person, unless the justices record in writing their 
reasons for so doing. And where reasons are so recorded, 
the police authority may appeal against the decision of the 
justices. The jurisdiction of the licensing justices is increased 
in some most important directions. Thus, they are now to have 
diecretion over grocers’ wine and spirit licences. Up to the 
present time a Revenue licence is alone required for thistrade. At 
present, too, a beerhouse which has been continuously licensed 
since 1869 has a remarkable privilege, which is that the justices 
may not refuse to renew the licence except on certain grounds. 
This privilege is to disappear, and the justices are to have as un- 
limited discretion to deal with ‘1869 beerhouses”’ as they have 
with fully-licensed houses. The justices are also given further 
powers with regard to the structure of licensed premices, and to 
imposing conditions on publicans as to structural alterations. 
An absurd restriction is removed by a provision that a justice 
shall not be disqualified from acting under the Licensing Acts 
by reason of his being a shareholder in a railway company 
owning refreshment rooms in the district. A solicitor who is 
clerk to licensing justices is forbidden, under pain of a fine of 
one hundred pounds, to conduct or take part in any proceedings 
under the Licensing Acts in his own or an adjoining dietrict. 
This will probably bear rather hardly on some firms, as it 
extends to the partner and clerk of the solicitor as well as 
to himself. 

In every district in England, in London and country, the 
general annual licensing meeting is to be held in the first fort- 
night of February in each year, Restrictions are to be imposed 
upon the granting of protection orders, and of occasional licences, 
and the latter can only be granted in future in petty sessions. 
Section 14 contains an important provision, the sigoificance of 
which will not be overlooked by solicitors who act for brewers 
or publicans. It is proposed that at every application for the 
transfer of a licence, the agreement under which the licence is to 
be transferred shall be produced to the justices. The Bill does 
not specify any evil consequences of concealing any such agree- 
ment, and probably many agreements will not be revealed or 
produced. If, however, any such agreement is afterwards 
di-covered, the justices will have a very effective remedy in their 
hands when next a renewal of the licence is asked for. 

Part III, of the Bill is devoted to the registration of clubs. 
For mapy years there bas been an almost universal agreement 
that some measure of this sort is required. It is strange how 
long Parliament mey continue to — such a general demand, 
It is, however, now at last proposed by the Government that 
all clubs occupying premises in which liquor is supplied to the 
members or their guests shall be registered. The clerk to the 


and the secretary of the club is required, before a new club is 
opened, and also, in the case of established clubs, in the month 
of January in egch year, to supply the registrar with divers 
rticulars in a form to be prescribed. These particulars 
include the rules for the election of members, the terms of 
subscription, &c. There is no need to register clubs on the 
remises of which no liquor is supplied, but a month’s 
imprisonment and a fine of £50 may be the consequence of 
selling or supplying any liquor in an unregistered club. On 
complaint that a registered club is not a bond fide club, or that 
drunkenness is frequent on the club premises, a court of summary 
jurisdiction may order the club to be struck off the register, and 
may further order that the premises shall not be used for the 
purposes of a registered club for a period not exceeding five years. 
The police are not given any general powers of entering or 
inspecting clubs ; buta justice may grant a search warrant author- 
izing a named constable to enter and inspect the club, if satisfied 
by sworn information that there is reason to suppose that the 
club is not being regularly conducted. Itis by no means likely that 
the members of any respectable clubin anyclassoflife will seriously 
object to these proposals. The new law will, however, be probably 
most effective in putting down the numerous so-called ‘‘ clubs,” 
some of which are mere drinking places, whilst others are little 
better than brothels. 

It is a pity that the whole subject of licensing could not 
have been taken in hand at once and codified in one con- 
solidating and amending Act; but as that seems too heavy a 
task to be undertaken at present, this Bill seems to be a very 
acceptable instalment of some urgently needed reforms. 








PUBLIC AND PRIVATE EXAMINATIONS IN BANK- 
RUPTCY AND WINDING UP. 


J. 


Ir would certaiuly appear, both from the proceedings before 
the registrar and from the appeal to Mr. Justics Byryz 
against the registrar’s decision, in the case of the London and 
Globe Finance Oo., that very considerable misapprehension 
exists in the minds of even experienced practitioners as to the 
nature and ecope of public and private examinations in bank- 
ruptcy and winding-up matters. It may be useful, therefore, 
to indicate within the limits of an article the different kinds of 
examinations which may be held under these heads, and the 
principles of law or practice which differentiate one from the 
other or are common to both. Some few hints as to the 
ractical value of such examinations, and the limits of their use- 
ulness with a view to ulterior proceedings, may also not be out 
of place. Of course any remarks on the facts of the case now 
pending would be improper, but to a review of the eral 
principles affecting examinations generally in these two highly 
technical branches of the law, and of the cases which govern 
them, it cannot be open to anyone to take exception. 

To begin with, it may be remarked that examinations in both 
bankruptcy and the winding up of companies are the subject of 
express statutory enactment, and that the nature and limits of 
such examinations must be determined, in the first place, by 
reference to those statutes, The sections of the Bankruptcy Acts, 
1883 and 1890, and of the Companies Acts, 1862 and 1890, which 
deal with these matters are by no means identical, and it may 
be dangerous in some cases to ue by analogy from the 
decisions decided on one in order to determine questions arising 
under the other. But it will be found that the main principles 
running through the cases, i c 
recently raised as to asking questions —— be matters which 
are the subject of a pending action, are 
special, application to examinations under both 
winding-up 8. 

The provisions w regula& examinations in — 

roceedings are sections 17 and 27 of the Bankruptey Aot, | 

he public examination of the debtor under section 17 may be 
dismissed in a very few words. It is the one with which every- 
one is most familiar, and the more difficult points arise 


section 27. It is to be noted that the examination is not 
examination of the court, but any creditor who has tendered 
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justices of the petty seesional division is to be the registrar ; 





proof may question the debtor concerning his affairs and 
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causes of bis failure, and the debtor must answer all such questions 
as the court may put, or allow to be put, to him. All questions 
relating to his conduct, dealings, and property which the court 
allows must be answered by him. It is not likely that the point 
whether questions relating to matters the subject of actions by 
or against the bankrupt can be put will arise on a public exami- 
nation. It would appear that if they did, and were put by the 
official receiver or trustee, no exception could be taken to them, 
at any rate until the official receiver or trustee had decided to 
adopt the proceedings and carry them on or defend as the case 
might be, and the best proof that such questions may be put on 
a public examination to any extent, subject only to the discre- 
tion of the court, lies in the fact that the case has never been 
raised in any reported decision. Moreover, as will be noticed 
later on, even on an examination under section 27, the trustee 
may ask all questions which may enable him to make up his 
mind whether he will initiate proceedings or not. It is in the 
interest of public policy that the fullest disclosure should be 
made by the bankrupt, whatever the effect on individuals. So 
it has been held a contempt of court to offer a monetary induce- 
ment to a debtor to suppress evidence, even where the evidence 
could not materially affect the persons to whom it related and 
was capable of being satisfactorily explained: Re Hooley (5 
Mans. 330). 

The power of examination conferred by section 27 of the 
Bankruptcy Act, 1883, is a power in the nature of discovery of 
the debtor's property, and differs in some important respects from 
the public examination of the bankrupt. Under it the court bas 
power to order the examination of any person, including the 
debtor himself, whom the court may deem capable of giving 
information respecticg the debtor, his dealings or property. The 
powerconferred by this section is extended by section 3, paragraph 
16, of the Bankruptcy Act, 1890, to trustees under a statutory 
composition or scheme of arrangement, but does not apply to the 
administration in bankruptcy of a deceased insolvent’s estate : 
Re Hewitt (2 Morrell 184). This examination is a private 
one, and an order for it is seldom made except on 
the application of the official receiver or the trustee. It 
is an examination for a particular purpose, and must be 
directed to the facts relevant to the object for which it was 
ordered. A rambling examination of a debtor, a species of 
fresh public examination in private, will not be allowed. Its 
object is to recover assets for the benefit of creditors generally, 
and an order for it will only be made at the instance of a 
creditor if he shews some strong primd facie case: Ex parte 
Nicholson (28 W. R. 936). The registrar can exclude any pereon, 
other than the person summoned for examination, but the person 
summoned may have bis solicitor or counsel present. It is con- 
ceived that a trustee should not make use of this section to, in 
effect, re-open the debtor's public examination. He should 
make private inquiries and endeavour to obtain the information 
he wants from other sources before resorting to the examination 
of the debtor under this section. The section is to be used 
rather for the examination of persons other than the debtor. 

The important poist, how far this examination under 
section 27 may be legitimately used for the purposes of a con- 
templated or pending action, has been the subject of several 
decisions, and the principles have become fairly well defined. 
So long as proceedings have not actually been started, although 
they may be seriously contemplated, use may be made of 
this examination in order to enable the trustee to ascertain 
whether it is worth his while to bring an action at all. But the 
examination must not be used for an indirect purpose, and where 
the official receiver was acting a: the instance of the petitioning 
creditor who had an action pending against the examinee, the 
court only allowed the examination to proceed on condition 
that the solicitor gave an undertaking that all proceedings in the 
action should be stayed : Ue Desportes(10 Morrell 40), At the 
seme time, whether an action is pending or not, it is entirely in 
the diserction of the court to determine whether it is expedient 
that there should be an examination. There may be cases 
where it is desirable, and as presumably an action by the official 
receiver and trustee is bond fide for the benefit of creditors, the 
court will allow them much greater latitude in examination than 
a private : Ite Easton (4 Morrell, at p. 171). Even where 
& trustee has exhausted all the ordinary methods of discovery, 





it is conceivable that in some exceptional cases the court will 
allow him to examine under this section: see Heiron’s case, 15 
Ch. D 139.), uoder section 115 of the Companies Act, 1862, 
Another way of dealing with the point in question was fouad by 
the court in Rs Franks (40 W. R. 384), where the examination 
was postponed till the trustee had got admissions of fact in the 
action, and if such admissions did not sufficiently cover the 
points on which the trustee wished to examine, the court directed 
that the order for examination should go. 


(Zo be continued.) 








REVIEWS. 


LAND TRANSFER. 


LAND TRANSFER AND REGISTRATION OF TITLE UNDER THE LAND 
TRANSFER ACTS, 1875 AND 1897. CONTAINING THE TEXT OF THE 
Acts, Ruies, Forms, FEE OrDER, AND FEE RULES, WITH 
EXPLANATORY NOTES, AND THE SMALL HOLDINGS RULEs, 
TOGETHER WITH INTRODUCTORY CHAPTERS AND Forms ror USE 
In Drawinc ConTRAcTs AND CONDITIONS OF SALE. By J. A. 
Hay, B.A., Barriater-at-Law; assisted by E. H. WIDNELL, 
M.A., Barrister-at-Law. Waterlow Bros. & Layton (Limite3). 


This book presents the Land Transfer Acts and Rules in a very 
convenient manner. The Acts are not exactly a model of legislation, 
and to be intelligible at all they are badly in need of the 
commentator. The Act of 1875, which still stands as the principsl 
Act, canoot be used until it has been carefully compared with the 
numerous alterations iatroduced by the text of, and the first 
schedule to, the Act of 1897, and when this has been done 
it has still to be remembered that extensive changes, chiefly 
in regard to the registration of leasehold land, have been made by the 
rules. The merit of Mr. Hay’s volume is that all this is done for the 
reader in the clearest possible way, and the book is likely to come 
into extensive use ss a compendious guide to the system of 
registration of title. Hinte are given in the notes upon the numerous 
points of difficulty which arise, such as the registration of the title of 
& purchaser from a mortgagee by subdemise, and frequent cross- 
references shew the connection of the statutes and the rules. A 
feature of the book is the series of chapters at the beginning in which 
the practice under the Acts is explained. 





BAILMENT. 


BaILMEN?S: A COMMENTARY ON THE Law or Cosropy AND 
PossEssion, AS DISTINGUISHED FROM PROPERTY, IN CHATTELS, 
COMPRISING, AMONGST OTHER MATTERS, CARRIERS AND CARRIAGE 
BY SEA AND LAND; PLEDGE; HirRE-PuRCHASE; BILLS OF SALE; 
Derosir; MaNbATE (WITH SPECIAL NOTES RELATING TO Goops 
IN THE CUSTODY OF THE LAW, AND THE NATOR& OF THE 
PossEssion OF EXECUTORS AND TRUSTEES IN THE CHATTELS OF 
THEIR TESTATORS). TOGETHER WITH A VOMPENDIOUS ACCOUNT 
OF THE RIGHTS, OBLIGATIONS, AND Respective Ligns oF 
ARTIFICERS, AUCTIONEERS, BANKERS, INNKEEPERS, PAwn- 
BROKERS, SOLICITORS, UNPAID VENDORS, WAREHOUSEMEN, &C., 
&c. With A SUPPLEMENTAL CHAPTER ON PASSENGER CARBIAGE, 
AND APPENDICES OF INDIAN AND AUSTRALASIAN CASES. By 
Wyatt Paine, Barrister-at-Lav. Sweet & Maxwell (Limiced). 


A careful perusal of this work satisfies us that it comprises, though 
it may not exhaust, all the numerous subjects referred to in the title- 
page. While, however, we are anxious to recognize Mr. Paine’s 
almost encyclopw iic labours, we regret that he has not seen fit some- 
what to limit the scope of his treatise by rigidly confining it to tne 
law of bailments properly so c , which is in itself so large a 
subject that one volume can hardly do full justice to it. Hai the author 
followed the course suggested he would have diminished the bulk of 
his work without, in our opinion, impairing ite utility, However, 
subject to this (perbaps) hypercriticism, we have very little 


‘but praise to bestow upon the volume before us, which displays 





throughout its pages scholarship and legal acumen of no mean 
order. Tae author is obviously well equipped for his task, and, being 
always sure of his groucd, is not hamy by ‘literary timidities,’’ 
but boldly gives his opinion on various moot points which still await 
fins) solation. 

The whole treatice is divided into two main partse—namely, 
‘Gratuitous Batlment” and ‘ Bailments for Valusble Ooasidera- 
tion.” Each of these parts is itself subdivided into « variety of 
what may be term-d unnumbered chapters, in which, in logical 
seqaence, the different kinds of bsilweut are adequately aud lucidly 
discussed, though some of the rather lengthy seatenves iu which the 
author occasionally indulges might, we think, with udvautage, be 
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replaced by short and pithy phrases, more easy of immediate compre- 
hension and more capable of impressing the memory. Reference is 
made, throughout the work, to a multitude of authorities, which 
have been carefully selected, and which, we notice, comprise some of 
the leading Australien and Indian decisions pronounced by the Privy 
Council. Of the 416 pages of text, no less then 151 are absorbed by 
a detailed exposition of the law affecting carriers by land and sea. 
Included therein are some really excellent notes to the various 
sections of the Carriers’ Act, and also a short oy ae devoted to the 
subject of the carriage of psssengers travelling by land and sea, which, 
however, as the author himself admits, does not, strictly speaking, 
concern the law of bailments. 

The usual tables precede the text of the work, that in which 
the contents sre displayed being more than ordinarily explicit 
and detailed, while the cases cited occupy no less than three 
separate tables, entitled, respectively, ‘‘ Cases of United Kingdom,” 
“ Australasian Cases,” and ‘‘ Indian Cases.” At the end of 
the volume two 7 ate given containing summaries of 
the Australian and Indien laws of bailment as prescribed by 
statutes and decided cases. There is also a fairly general index 
(60 pages in length). The number of its titles should, however, we 
think, be somewhat increased. Moreover, we suggest that the 
extremely lengthy title “Carrier” might, with advantage, be 
subdivided, aud some of its contents relegated to such fresh 
titles as ‘‘ Charter-party,” ‘‘ Common Carrier,” ‘‘ Carriers Act,” &c., 
&c. On the other hand, the title ‘‘ Railway Company” is certainly 
capable of considerable amplification and should at least be provided 
with cross-references to the following titles—namely, ‘‘ Carrier,” 
‘Cloak Room,” “‘ Passengers’ Luggege,” ‘‘ Passengers,” and ‘‘ Tolle 
and Charges.” Besides the general index, there are se te indices 
to the Australian and Indian appendices respectively. These latter 
should, in our opinion, be printed on different coloured paper, or else 
in different type, so as to prevent their being, in the hurry of refer- 
ence, confused with the general index, from which, at — they 
are distinguished only by independent headings which are apt to 
escape notice. 





LEGAL BALLADS. 


A Bar-Lams’s BALLAD Book. By EvELtyN UNDERHILL. Kegan 
Paul, Trench, Triibner, & Co. (Limited). 

This clever and diverting collection of ‘‘ skits’ has only one fault : 
there is too little of it. The verses are so and the humour is so 
quaint that one reaches the end of the book longing for more, We 
have, first of all, a rhymed version of Jones v. Lock (L. R. 1 Ch. 27), 
the case where a bappy father put a cheque into the hands of his 
infant son with the remark ‘‘I give this to baby for himeelf,” took 
the cheque back, put it away, and shortly afterwards died ; with the 
result that the gift was held invalid. The Bar-Lamb’s narrative, 
which is meinly ‘‘ supplemental and intended to be read as annexed” 
to the authorized report, supplies the domestic details which are 
lacking in tbat version of the case; following the “ outraged 
infant’’ plaintiff on his journey home from court after the 
decision; giving his obiter dicta on the way, and recording his 
impressions in after-life of the result of the case. The lines on 
Shelley’s case are excellent. After pointing out that if the word 
“heir” (in the singular) had been used in the limitation ‘‘ This 
horrible case would *— never arisen, And the burdens of 
law students thereby had been greatly diminished,” the writer 
explains the dire result of the superfluous 8,” and proceeds : 

** But Heirs, taken as a tribe, 

Are, in the Vulgar Tongue, 

A different pair of shoes altogether.’ 

Vague, 

Nebulous, 

Elusive, 

Dimly perceived through a philoprogenitive mist. 

Moreover, they may not even be descendants: 

They are sometimes your Maiden Aunt, 

Or the Cousin that you particularly object to, 

They may also be your Step-brother’s Son, 

Or, very occasionally, your Grandmama. 

Therefore a beneficent Law which deals in facts, and never 

- hardly ever) 

n abstractions, 

Refuses to limit an Estate 

To anybody’s heirs for ever ; 

With the delightful result that A obtains the Feo Simple.”’ 
The verses entitled ‘“‘ A Vision of Judgment ” are perhaps the best in 
the book, and shew real poetic power. We hope we may h 
have a farther instalment of ballads by the Bar-Lamb. 





EQUITY, 

Leapine Casys 1n Mopern Equiry. By (the Jate) THomas BRETT, 
LL.B., Barrister-at-Law. Fourrn Epirion, OHN DAVENPORT 
Rooxns, Barrister-at-Law. William Clowes & (Limited). 





epitome of cases illustrating the 
the doctrines especially applied in 
selection of 1 cases in the ord 
is, it contains no cases reprod the 

A leading case in the late Mr. Brett’s book is a case which 
merits the honour of beiug shortly stated in | . The subject 
of the case is then exhaustively in a note which 
introduces references to the subordinate cases. Thus Thorne 
v. Heard (1895, A. ©. 495) is given ss the leading case 
on the application of the Statute of Limitations to trustees 
by virtue of the Trustee Act, 1888, and in the note will be 
found a very carefully made collection of the numerous cases on the 
subject which have accumulated during the last few years. At 
other leading cases which the reader will find treated in a similar 
taanner we may notice Aylesford v. Morris (L. R. 8 

on relief to ‘ ex; t heirs,” i ' @ note on the 
Money-lenders Act, 1900, the which is really restricted 
to cases within the equity doctrine, Barnes v. Addy (L. R. 9 Ch. 
244), the notes to which summarize the cases in which persons having 
dea'ings with trust estates have been held or not held liable as 
trustees ; Ex parte Odell (10 Ch. D. 76), on transactions which in or 
though not in form, sre bills of sale; and Salt v. Marquis of North- 
ampton (1892, A. C. 1) on clogs upon the equity of redemption, a 
frequent source of ys in recent times. On the subject-matter 
of these and many other “‘ leading cases,” Mr. Rogers has ry 4 
given the gist of a great number of relevant decisions. and the boo 
in its present form is likely to be of much practical use. 
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Mr. Henry Turton Norton, M.A., has consented to preside at the 42nd 
caniouenry testinal of the Solicitors’ Benevolent Association, which will 
bo held at the Albion, Alderegate-street, on Tuesday, the Srd of 


As many members of the legal profetsion are 
of London, they may be interested to learn 

University of London Ledge No. 2033, have held their first meeting in 
—— 84 the — . 8 


i 


about twenty-five of . This lodge is now 
— — * and numbers its masters the late 
Alderman Fow ry Lora 3 the late » Lord 3— 
cellor; the late Dr. Alfred M.D., and bis Honour J - 
bri .O. The Mr. W_ J. Spratling ; any letters 


We are glad to see ‘a new edition of this very convenient | Durham, 
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CORRESPONDENCE. CASES OF THE WEEK. 
THE OLDEST ADMITTED SOLICITOR. 


[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal. ] 
Sir —Although I left home in the autumn, and am a thousand 
miles a«ny 1 do not neglect to read the Soricrrors’ JOURNAL, and 
as you refer to we by name in your number of the Ist of February, 
just let me say that, in the absence of notes (which I shall not be 
able to see for several weeks at least), I believe I am right in stating 
that Mr. Algernon Field, of Leamington, who took out his sixty- 
seventh certifivate last year, holds the first (or very early the first) 

place as the ‘‘ Father’ of the solicitor branch. 
Francis K. MuNTON. 

Hotel Beau-Rivage, Nice, Feb. 5. 


THE STATUE OF MR. E. W, FIELD. 

[Tv the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal. ] 

Sir,—The Council of the Incorporated Law Society have recently 
removed from the hall the fine statue of Mr. E. W. Field, which for 
more than thirty years has been a prominent object in the hall, 
All who knew Mr. Field knew that he was a power in the scciety, 
and that his exertions on behalf of solicitors could scarcely be over- 
estimated. It is painful to me, and I believe to many others who 
knew him well and appreciated the good work he did, to find that 
auch a slight has been put upon his memory, I understand that none 
of his sons or relatives were consulted before the removal took place. 
The bad taste of this proceediog is unquestionable, and I earnestly 
hope that the statue may sti'l be replaced in the hall without delay. 
A Soxiciror oF Firry-Two YEARS’ STANDING. 

[We understand that the statue, together with all the busts, have 
been removed to the vestibule, because they interfered with the view 
of the pictures in the hall, and that in the course of rebuilding, tne 
— will be enlarged, and will form a fitting positicn for the 
statue and busts.—EDb. S../.] 


THE LAND REGISTRY. 
[Zo the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal. ] 


Sir,—The enclosed correspondence between the registrar and 
ourselves will, we think, be read with interest, 

LEGGATT, RUBINSTEIN, & Co. 

6, Raymond-buildings, Gray’s-inn, Feb. 11. 

The following is the correspondence referred to: 

[copy. ] 
5, Raymond-buildings, Gray’s-inn, W.C., 
5th February, 1902. 
Title No. 48,693. 

Sir,—On referring to the certificate of registration stamped on the mort- 
gage of the 23rd December, 1901, we notice that the date of your certificate 
is “2nd January, 1901.’’ This date is, on the face of it, a mistaken one. 
May we inquire whether there is any system in your office for checking 
such important certificates before they are signed by the registrar ?— 
Yours truly, (Signed) Lzeceatt, Rusrnstern, & Co. 

The Registrar, The Land Registry, Lincoln’s-inn-fields, W.C. 

34, Lincoln’s-inn-fields, London, W.C., 
6th February, 1902. 


48,693. 
Gentlemen,—If you will kindly return the document you refer to, the 
error, which I regret, shall be corrected. 
All possible precautions are taken to secure accuracy, by checking and 
otherwise, but occasionally an error escapes observation. 
Thanking you for drawing my attention to the matter, and apologizing 
for the trouble you have had.—I am, your obedient servant, 


(Signed) O. F. Brickpate. 
Messre. Leggatt, Rubinstein, & Co. 





—_— 


NEW ORDERS, &c. 
NOTICE. 
COLONIAL STOCK ACT, 
(63 & 64 Vict. c. 62). 
FurTHER List oF STOCKS UNDER SECTION 2, 

Pursuant to section 2 of the Colonial Stock Act, 1900, the Lords 
Commissioners of His Majesty's Treasury hereby give notice that the 
provisions of the Act have been complied with in respect of the 
undermentioned stocks, registered or inscribed in the United 


Kingdom : 
Trinidad and Tobago. 
Trinidad 4 per cent. Inscribed Stock (1917-42). 
Trinidad 3 per cent. Inscribed Stock (1922-44), 
The restrictions mentioned in section 2, sub-section 2, of the 
Trustee Act, 1893, apply to the above stocks (see Colonial Stock Act, 





1900, 


House of Lords. 
LEIGH v. TAYLOR. 6th Feb. 
Frxturnrs—TeENANT ror Lire AND REMAINDERMAN—TAPESTRY. 


Appeal from the Oourt of Appeal (Rigby, Vaughan Williams, and 
Stirling, L.JJ , 49 W. RB. 455; 1901, 1 Ch 523). The question in dispute 
was between the executors of Madame de Falbe, the tenant for life, and the 
remainderman under her former husband’s will as to the ownership of 
certain valuable tapestries. Madame de Falbe being possessed of 
these tapestries, had affixed them to the walls of the drawing-room 
of the house of which she was tenant for life under the above- 
mentioned will. Those pieces in the drawing-room were fixed as 
follows: Small slips of wood were fixed in the wood on the walls 
by means of nails and screws, and over these wooden strips cauvas was 
stretched and nailed, and the tapestries were fastened to these strips 
and over the canvas by very small tacks, which did not penetrate the strip:, 
white and gold mouldings were fixed round the strips of wood, and the 
whole formed part of the general decoration of the room. They had been 
rem ved with but very slight damage to the walls. Byrne, J., came to the 
conclusion that they had been annexed to the mansion-house, and there- 
fore passed with it to the persons interested in the settled estates. The 
Court of Appeal, however, held that the atfixing was only for the better 
enj oy ment of the tapestry, and consequently that the tenant for life was 
entitled. 

Tue Hovse (Earl of Hatssury, L.C., Lords Macnacuren, SHAND, 
Brampton, Rosertson, and Linpey) affirmed this decision. 

Earl of Hatssury, L.C., in the course of his judgment, said: According 
to one principle, if something was made part of a house it must necessarily 
go the heir, because it was part of the house. Another principle equally 
clear was that where it was something, though it might be attached in 
some form or other to the walls, yet was never intended to form part of 
the realty, and was merely intended for its enjoyment, it was removable, 
and went to the executor. These two principles appeared to be established 
from the earliest times, and still remained, and the moment they applied 
them to particular facts, he agreed that something had changed very 
much, but, I suspect, not in principle alone, but in the change 
of the mode of life. The degree in which things can be attached altered. 
It was manifest they could not lay down any rule which would, in itself, 
solve the difficulty. You must apply yourself to the particular facts of 
the case. Here were tapestries worth a great deal of money used for 
the decoration of the room. Was it conceivable that a tenant 
from year to year, for instance, would place them up, it might 
be, in this particular way, so as to e them a present to the 
landlord? Suppose the tenant intended to remove next year? The 
tapestries were placed over stretched canvas fixed to the wall by 
wooden battens. I do not know of any other mode by which they 
could —one was fourteen feet long—be placed upon the wall. They could 
easily be removed—in fact, had been removed—without any disturbance to 
the wall. Thee tapestries were pictures in another form, and it would 
be extraordinary if they were intended to be dedicated to the house. Iam 
of opinion that they should not pass with the house for the benefit of the 
inheritance. 

The other noble and learned lords — the appeal was dismissed 
with costs.—CounsEL, Asquith, K.C., Levett, K.C., and Methold; Norton, 
K.C, 7. L. Wilkinson, and H. B Hewood. Soxtcrrors, Payne, Shaw- 
Mackenzie, § Lake ; Hadden, Woodward, § McLeod ; Rawle § Co. 

[Reported by C. H. Grarrow, Esq., Barrister-at-Law.] 





Court of Appeal. 
FITZPATRICK v. EVANS & CO. (LIM.). No 1. 4th Feb. 


Master AND Servant—Person Emprtoyep py Contractor in Coat Minzs— 
Conpit1ons or EmpLoyMent—Liasi.ity or Ming OUwner—‘‘ Workman ”’ 
—EmptLoyers AND WorkMEN Act, 1875 (38 & 39 Vicr. c. 90), s. 10— 
Emptoyers’ Liasriry Act, 1880 (43 & 44 Vict. c. 42), s 8. 


Appeal by the plaintiffs from the Divisional Court (Wills and Channell, 
JJ.) reversing the judgment of the judge of the St. Helens and Widnes 
County Court. The case is reported in 49 W. R. 491; 1901, 1 K. B. 
756. The action was brought by T. Fitzpatriik under the Employers’ 
Liability Act, 1880, and Lord Campbell’s Act to recover damages from 
the defendants, proprietors of a colliery, for the death of his son, who was 
killed during sinking operations at one of the defendants’ pits. The 
defendants had entered into a contract with one Morris, a ‘‘ sinker,’’ who 
agreed to sink and wall the shaft of the said pit. The deceased was 
employed by Morris as a workman, and was paid by him. The following 
conditions of employment were (inter alia) issued in the defendants’ 
colliery, and were signed by the deceased :—‘‘ Record book of persons 
employed on the conditions undermentioned.’’ ‘‘ Conditions of employ- 
ment.“ Clause 3. ‘All usual and customary terms and - 
tions which obtain or exist with respect to the employment of work- 
men and all other persons employed at the colliery shall remain 
in full force and effect as part of the contract between the employer 
and the workman or other persons employed.”’ ‘‘For miners and 
contractors only: ’’ Clause 4. ‘Every miner and contractor employed 
at a colliery shall upon engaging any drawer, workman, or other person to 
= under him, and before employing such drawer . require such 

oe 


to obtain a copy of these conditions ‘and inform such 





1900, s. 2). 
Treasury Chambers, 6th February, 1902. 
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that they are the conditions under which persons are 
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. shall be bound by 
such conditions.” ‘* For drawers and persons working under contractors 
only: ’? Olause 5, ‘‘ Every drawer employed by any miner, and every 


- workman or other person employed by a contractor at the colliery. shall, 


in con-ideration of being employed at the works, be bound both as between 
himself and the miner or contravtor and oetween himself and the owner by 
the terms of the conditions ’’ At the trial Morris siated in evidence that 
if the certificated mavager of the mine had given him an order relating to 
the work he would have obeyed it, and would have expected his own 
workmen to do so. It was objected on behalf of the defendants that the 
deceased was not in their employ. The jury, however, found as a fact 
that he was in their employ, and they awarded the plaintiff damages 
The defendants appealed, relying on the case of Marrow v. Flimby and 
Broughton Moor Coal and Fire Brick Co. (Limited) (1898, 2 Q. B. 588, 47 W. R. 
Dig. 125). The Divisional Court held that the signature by the workman 
of the conditions of employment did not make him a “‘ workman”’ in the 
service of the defendants within the Employers’ Liability Act, 1880, and 
they entered judgment for the defendants. e plaintiff a; pealed. 

Tus Court (Cotius, M.R., and Romer and Maruew, L.JJ.) dismissed the 
a 1. 

— M.R., said that Morris, who employed the deceased man, was 
an independent contractor. There were certain conditions of employment 
in the mine which created privity of contract between those who worked in 
the mine and the defendants, but they were limited in their application to 
certain things, and did not turn the men employed by Morris into men 
employed by the defendants. In his opinion there was no evidence to go 
to the jury that the deceased man was in the employment of the defendante, 
The case was covered by Marrow v. Flimby and Broughton Moor Coal and Fire 
Brick Co. It was sought to distinguish that case on the ground that there 
the conditions were imposed by statute, wheress here the deceased man 
expressly assented to them by signing them. Bat if the conditions were 
known, and the workman came in and worked under them, he would be 
bound by them in the same way as if he had signedthem. In either case 
he thereby entered into relations which involved some control over him by 
the mine owners. With regard to the piece of evidence given by Morris 
as to obeying an order of the mine manager and expecting his workmen 
to do the same, that was not such evidence as ought reasonably to be left 
to the jury that the deceased man was in the employment of the 
defendants. 

Romer and Marnew, L.JJ., concurred.—Oounser, Montague Lush ; 
Ruegg, K.C., and 8. H. Leonard. Soxtcrronrs, Charles Russell § Co.; W. 
Norton Ellen, for Edwin Peace, Liverpool. 

[Reported by W. F. Barry, Esq., Barrister-at-Law |. 


RICHARD HOLDEN (LIM.) v. BOSTOCK & CO. (LIM.). No.1. 8th Feb. 


Sate or Goons—Contract to Suprty Invert Sucar ror Brewirnc— 
Arsenic—Berr Destroyed in Stock—Mezasure or Damaces. 

Appeal by the defendants asking that the damages entered against them 
at the trial, which took place at the Manchester Assizes in February, 1901, 
before Bigham, J., without a jury, might be reduced by £350. The facts 
were these: The plaintiffs, a tirm of brewers at Blackburn, had purchased 
from the defendants, sugar refiners at Liverpool, invert sugar which on 
analysis proved to contain arsenic. This sugar had been employed in the 
manufacture of a large quantity of beer, which coneequently had to be 
thrown away, and the pluintiffs sued for the value of the beer so spoiled, 
for certain expenses, and for loss of business. The were set out 
in the statement of claim and in the particulars under various heads, and 
at the trial higham, J., entered judgment for the plaintiffs with damages 
emounting in the eggregate to £1,980. The defendants appealed and 
contended that two o1 the heads of damages had been improperly allowed, 
and they asked that as regards these two items judgment should be entered 
for them. The firet was £50, cost of printing and advertising notices as to 
the change of brewing materials, and the second was a sum of £300, being the 
amount of profits which the plaintiffs would have realized by the sale of the 
beer they had in stock and which had to be thrown away. The facte 
that gave rise to this question depended upon certain admissions made at 
the tiial. It was ultimately agreed that the value of the beer destroyed in 
the hands of the plaintiffs for the purpose of sale was £1,800 of which the 
cost of production of the beer was agrced to be £1,500 and £300 the profits 
that the plaintiffs would have made on sale. It was contended on behal: of 
the defendants that inasmuch as the beer to which theee figures related, 
and which was in stock in the plalntiffs’ brewery at the time of the 
discovery of its poisonous character, plaintiff.’ damage must be limited to 
£1,500 on the ground that that was the cost to them of replacing the beer 
and they would earn £300 on its sale. For the plaintiffs it was contended 
that primé facie under ordinary circumstances the damage to them was 
the value in the market of the beer which would have to be purchased to 
replace that rendered useless by the defendants’ breach of contract. If 
the net value of the beer destroyed was, as admitted, £1,500, and toat sum 
alone was paid them, they could not buy on the market for that sum beer 
which they could sell for £1,800, whereas they could have sold the beer in 
stock which had been destroyed for that amount. It was therefore wrong 
to say that by paying the larger amount they, the plaintiffs, would make 
cost of pro- 
duction—was the measure of damages allowed, the brewer would hoe to 
brew twice for one profit, and assuming that it took a month to brew 
again the 28,000 gallons destroyed, one month of the working life of the 
— was thrown away they would have to brew twice for one 
profit. 

Tue Oovurr (Lord Atverstonz, O. J., Coraaus, M.R., and Marnew, 
L.J.), having taken time to consider, gave judgment, dismissing the 


appeal. 
ao PSE O.J., said as to the first point they were clearly of 








opinion that the item of £50 was properly included. The general principle 
was that the plaintiff was entitled to any damages which in the opinion 
of a jury were the natural coneequences of the breach of contract. No 
damages for general loss of business were given, but they thought that in 
such a trade as the plaintiffs, on the happening of such an occurrence— 
namely, their having sent out to various customers beer which had to-he 
destroyed, to advertise so as to minimize any pos-ibie !o-e of business was 
a reasonable step, the costof whicn having been bond fide incurred by the 
plaintiffs with that object, they were entitled to recover from the 
defendants. They also thought that Bigham, J., was right in allowing 
the plaintiffs the £300 over and above the net cost of making beer to 
replace that thrown away. ‘The measure of damages under such cir- 
cumstances was not the mere money which he f 
order to reproduce the s article, but the value to him of that article, 
as he possessed it on the day when it had to 
absence of any special circumstances the 
dainages was the market price of the article lost on the day on which it 
had to be replaced. It made no difference 
were the ers themselves of the article which had had to be oyed 
owing to the breach of contract on the part of the defendants, and 
Bigham, J., having estimated this head of 
appeal failed,—Oounsgt, Horridge, K.O., and Greer ; Fletcher 0. 
Shee, K.C., and E. Sutton. Soxscrrons, Field, Roscoe, & Co. ; Woodeock, 
Ryland, § Parker. 

(Reported by Exsxinz Rei, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. ] 


J. & J, CASH (LIM.) o. JOSEPH CASH, No.2. 7th and 8th Feb. 


Traps Name—Same Name—Goops or Same Otass—Lixety to Deceztvs 
THE Pusiic—IxJuncTION. 


This was an appeal from a decision of Kekewich, J. In April, 1895, the 
plaintiffs purchased the business of the old-established firm of J. & J. 
Cash, of Coventry, who were manufacturers of frillings and other textile 
goods. The defendant, Joseph Cash, was one of the vendors of the busi- 
ness and became one of the directors of J. & J. Cash (Limited). By at 
agreement made between the vendors and the company, the company 
purchased the said business and the exclutive rigat to use the names of 
**J. & J. Cash”’ and “‘ Cash’s frillings.“ In December, 1898, the defend- 
ant resigned his directorship in the said company. In May, 1899, the 
defendant formed a limited company called Joseph Oash (Limited) 
for the purpose of carrying on at Coventry the business of manufacturer 
of frillings, tapes, and other textile goods. The plaintiff company pro- 
tested and the defendant gave an undertaking not to proceed with the 
company. Subsequently the defendant commenced to carry on business at 
Coventry of the same kind as the plaintiff company's business, under the 
name of ‘‘Joseph Cash & Oo.” The plaintiffs thereupon commenced 
this action and claimed an injunction to restrain the defendant from 

g on business under the name of “Joseph Oash & Oo.,” 
or under any name in which was included the word ‘* Cash” 
as part thereof, or under or in any other name or manner 
likely to mislead or deceive the public into the belief that the 
business of the defendant and the goods manufactured by him 
were the business or of the plaintiffs, or that the defendant was 
carrying on the business formerly carried on by Me-srs. J. & J. Cash at 
Coventry. Kekewich, J., that the defendant should be restrained 
from carrying on the business of a manufactarer or seller of frillings or 
woven names or initials under the name of Joseph Cash & Co., or under 
the name of Oash, and from carrying on any such business under any 
name or in any manner so as to mi lead or deceive the public into the 
belief that the business of the defendant, or the goods manufactured 
or sold by him, were the business or goods ot the plaintiffs, or that the 
defendant was carrying on the business formerly carried on by Messrs. 
J. & J. Uaeh at Coventry. The defendant appealed. 

Tue Court (VavcHan WiiuraMs, Srreuine, and Cozens-Haarpy, L.JJ.) 
varied the order of the court below, and 1n effect allowed the appeal. The 
order of the court as varied was that the defendant be restrained from 
using the word ‘‘Ca:h’’ without reasonable precautions to diss 
tinguish bis business and goods from the business and goods of the 
plaintiff company. 

Vavenan Writiams, L.J., said: The case is now disposed of, but I 
shoula like to add afew words on the point raised. It may be thata 
trade is of such a nature that the goods manufactured are indissolubly 
connected with a particular name or business. But even if that is so, 
there never has yet been a case in which an —— been made = 
restrain a man altogether from on a trade own name. 
every cate the order of the —2— to t the goods of the 
defendant from being confounded with those of the plaintiff It seems to 
me, therefore, that the order of Kekewich, J., went too far, and that the 

resent order goes as far as it is possible to go.—CounseL, Hugo Young, 
Ko, and Clare; Sargant, Soxrcrrors, Mackrell, Maton, Godlee, § Quincey, 
for Wragge $ Co., Birmingham; Maddocks § Colson, for H. Maddocks, 


Coventry. 
2 [Reported by 8, E, Witt1ams, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. | 


HUSEY v. LONDON SUPPLY CORPORATION (LIM.). No, 2. 5th Feb. 


Execrric Suppty—Arrgars Dve to Exsoraic Svurriy Oorroration— 
Recervern—OUccurrer—Exectric Ligurine Act, 1882 (45 & 46 Vicr. c. 
56), s. 19—Execrric Licutinc Orpen Oonrmmation (No. 2) Act, 
1889, Ciavse 47. 

This was ana by the defendants against an interlocutory injunction 
granted by —ãA restraining the defendants from cutting off the 
supply of electric current from their mains to premises known as the St. 
Ermin’s Hotel, situate in Victoria-street, Westminster. The defendante 
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had entered into a contract with a company known as the St. Ermin’s| he has made a contract with the defendants. He has made no contract, 
Hotel Co. (Limited) to supply the premiees in question with electric light. | and so long as that is so he is not entitled to have the defendants 
A debenture-holders’ action was subsequently brought against the company | restrained from cutting off the ** If there has been no change of 
and sn order was made in the action appointing a receiver and manager | occupation and the hotel company is still in occupation of the premises, ⸗ 
and directing that the receiver should be Jet into possession of the premises. | fortiori the defendants ought not to be restrained. It is said that the object 
At the time when the receiver entered into postession of the premises a | of the defendants in insisting on cutting off the supply unless and until 
debt of £437 for electricity supplied was due from the company to the | a contract is made is to compel the receiver to pay this debt of £437, which 


Feb. 15, 1902. _ 








defendants. ‘The defendants required the receiver to undertake to pay | the debenture-holders are not liable to pay. Supposing that is the object 
this debt. ne receiver declined to do this. The defendants then | of the defendants, still they have a right to say that taey will cut off the 
threatened to cut off the supply of electricity, whereupon the | supply until a new contract is made, and if the debenture-holders would 





receiver brought the present action for an injunction. Kekewich, J., | rather pay the arrears under the old contract than keep the hotel in dark. 
held that the plaintiff was an ‘“‘occupier’’ within the meaning of | ness, so much the better for the defendavts. They are entitled to exercise 
the provisional order scheduled to the Electric Lightiog Order | any legal right they have, and the question of their motives in doing so has 
Confirmation (No. 2) Act, 1889, and that the defendants were not entitled | nothing to do with the question of law which we have to decide here. 

to cut off the current pending an application by the receiver fora supply.| Srmumo, L.J.—I agree. This action is based on a legal right and not 
The order was made upon the undertaking of the receiver to make such | on any equity. The p'aintiff is bound, therefore, to shew that he has that 
application, and to enter into a new contract as required by section 47 of | legal rignt. Probably he could enforce the old contract with the 
the provisional order, and the injunction was granted until the under- | defendants, but then, unless he pays the arrears due, the defendants can 
takiog should be complied with. By the Electric Lighting Act, 1882, | cut off the supply. He objects t> that, and will have nothing to do with 
8.19: “Where a supply of electricity is provided in any part of an | the old contract. It is not for me to eay whether he can be compelled to 
area for private purposes, then, except in so far as is otherwise provided by | carry out that contract. The only other way in which the plaintiff has a 
the terms of the licence, order, or special Act authorizing such supply, | right to a supply of electricity is as an occupier of the hotel. His title 
every company or person within that part of the area chall, on application, | arises under the provisional order of 1889 or the Act of 1882. Primé 
be entitled to a supply on the rame terms on which any other company or | facie the meaning of section 47 of the order is that whosver desires to 
person in euch part of the area is entitled under similar circumstances to a | obtain a supply must comply with the conditions contained therein ; or 
corresponding supply.” By section 21: “If any local authority, company, | must give notice and enter into a written contract with the undertakers, 
or person neglect to pay any charge for electricity or any other rum due It may be that the wide language of that section ought to have a narrower 
from them to the undertakers in respect of the supply of electricity to such | interpretation, though I am not satirfied on this point. But I agree with 
local authority, company, or person, the undertakers may cut off such supply, | Vaughan Williams, L.J., as to the effect of section 19 of the Act of 1882, 
and for that purpose may cut or disconnect any electric line or other work | and that the receiver is not entitled to a supply of current until he has 








through waich electricity may be supplied, and may, until sach charge or 


other sum, together with any expenses incurred by theundertekersin cutting | 


off euch supply of electricity as aforesaid, are fuliy paid, but no longer, dis- 
continue the supply of electricity to such local authority, company, or 
person.”’ By the Electric Lighting Order Confirmation (No. 2) Act, 1889, 
a provisional order granted by the Board of Trade to the defendants in 
that year was confirmed. Clause 47 of that order provided that the under- 
takers (that is, the defendants) should, “‘upon being required to do so by 
the owner or occupier of any premises situate within fifty yards from any 
distributing main of the undertakers . give and continue to give a 
—— energy for such premises in accordance with the provisions of 
this order .. 


‘ serve a notice upon the undertakers specifying the premises in ret pact of 
which tuch supply is required,’ the maximum power required and the 


day on which the supply is required to commence; and ‘ enter into | 


a written contract with the undertakers (if required by them eo to 
do) to continue to receive and psy for a supply of energy for a period of 


at least two years of such an amount that the payment to be made for the | 


same, a‘ the rate of charge for the time being charged by the undertakers 
for a supply of energy to ordinary consumers within the area of supply, 


shall not be less than 20 per cent. per annum on the outlay incurred by the | 
undertekers in providing any electric lines required under this section to | 


be provided by them for the purpose of euch supply,’ and give to the under- 
takers (if required by them) security for payment. 


days, or if the eecurity given becomes invalid or insufficient, ‘the under- 
takers may. if they think fit, discontinue to supply energy for such 
premices 60 long as such failure continues.’’’ ‘Lhe defendants appealed. 

Tue Covut (Vavonan Witiiams, Ermmiic, and Cozens-Haxvy, LJJ.) 
allowed the appes!. 

Vavcuas Writiams, L J.— If the indorsement on the writ in this action 
is looked at, it is obvious that the plaintiff's claim is made on the baeis 
that the contract between the defendants and the St Ermin’s Hotel 
Co is still a eubsisting contract. Bat when he came before Kekesich, J., 
the receiver took up the position that the occupation of the hotel by the 
company bad come to an end, and that there wasa new occupation by 
him. 1 will aseume that this contention was right, and that the 
occupation by the hotel eg | had come to an end and that the 
receiver was 4tew occupier. If tha 
was not entitled to any eupply of electric light unless and until he made a 
new contract with the defendants. On the other hand, if it were supposed 
that the old contract continued in force and the supply of current 
continued under it, there can be no doubt that the _ + Mt Be were 
entitled to cut off the supply of electricity because «f the default 
that had been made by the hotel compavy under the old contract. 
Under those circomstences, whichever way the case is put, it was not right 
to grant this injunction restraining the defendants from cutting off the 
electricity. Whether it is assumed that the old contract continued or that 
there was 2 change of occupation, in neither cate ought the defendants to 
be restrained from exercising their legal rights. 
argument whether rection 47 of the provisions] order applies to anything 
else than the first contract for the supply of electricenergy. I do not pro- 
pore my elf to decide how that may be. There sre many cogent reasons 
which may be urged to shew that rection 47 1s a section of general applica- 
ticn, but I will not shut my eyes to the fact that arguments can be 
advanced to the contrary. Jat whether or no tection 47 is of general 
ee it ls plain that under the Act of 1442 no one is entitled to 

arupply of electric energy unless and until he has entered into a 


omtsst with the wimpany which supplies it. In my opinion this is 


ieaplied by «tion 14 of the Act, and section 20 in aleo drawn on the basis | 


that there is a comtract in existence, The result is, therefore, that the 


receiver is not entitled to any supply of electricity unlers and until 





subject to the conditions following’ (inter alia): | 
** Every owner or occupicr of premises requiring a supply of energy sha!l | 


If, atter notice by the | 
kers, security is not given by the owner or occupier within seven | 


t is so, ia my judgment the receiver | 


There Las been 4 long | 


| entered into a contract with the defendants. Consequently there is no 
| ground for the injunction. 

| Cozens: Hanpy, L.J., delivered judgment to the same eff ct.—CovunszL, 
| P. O. Lawrence, K.C., ard Cartmell; Warrington, K.C., and Mitchell, 
| Soxrcrrors, Deacon, Gibson, Medcalf, § Marriott ; G.J. R. Stammers. 

| (Reported by J. L BSrinixd, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. } 


High Court—Chancery Division. 
Re BENJAMIN. NEVILLE ». BENJAMIN. Joyce, J. 1st Feb. 
Wut —Disarrganance or Lecatse —Presumrtion or Dsaru. 

The question raised by this summons had reference to the will of David 
Benjamin, who died on the 25th of June, 1893. By the will, which was 
made in 1891, the residuary estate was given to trus'ees upon trust for sale 
and conversion and to divide the proceeds into as many equal shares as the 
testator chould have children living at his death, each of whom was to 
receive one such thare. The testator had thirteen children, including Philip 
David Benjamin, who had not been heard of since the let of September, 
1892. It appeared from the evidence that in August, 1892, he went abroad 
| with a friend for a few weeks’ holiday, and that during his absence it was 
discovered that the books of account between him and 8. Blanckensee 
& Son (Limited), by whom he was employed, shewed a deficiency of between 
£2,000 and £3,000. A telegram was despatched to him by the firm 
requesting his immediate return, but not containing any threat or notice 
that his defalcations were di:covered. In complisnce with the notice he 
left Aix-la-Ohapelle on the lst of tember, 1892, apparently with the 
| intention of returning to London, but never since been heard of, and 
no information had been obtained about his subsequent movements, 
although many advertisements had been issued and exhaustive inquiries 
had been made. The money lost had since been made good to Blanckenree 
& Son by his father, and he wes entitled to a sum of about £30,000 
under the will. Upon an application for letters of administration of 
bis estate, the Probate Division, on the 14th of May, 1900, granted 
leave to swear that his death had occurred «n or siace the lst of September, 
1892, and the letters of administration were subsequently issued. The 
| presen’ summons was issued upon the application of the trustees of 
| the will of David Benjamin, and asked for the determination of the 
question in what manner the share of Philip David Benjamin ought to be 
dealt with or disposed of by them. Counsel for the trustees asked for an 
order allowing them to distribute the fund as if Philip David Bepjamia 
} had died before the testator, on the ground that the legal personal 
representative of the latter had not discharged the burden which was upon 
him (Re Walker, 20 W. B. 171, 7 Oh. A 120) of shewing that Philip 
David Benjamin survived the testator. For the administrator of Philip 
David Benjamin it was urged that the presumption of the court is in favour 
of life, end not of death; but this presumption might be rebutted 
| by proof of the fact that the m in quertion had not been 
seen for seven years, and that his absence was unaccounted for. In 
the present cate the absence could be easily explained, and this being so 
the presumption of death did not arise: Bowden v. Henderson (2 8. & G. 
| 366), Watson v. England (14 Bim. 28), In the case of Le Walker, if the 

miesing man had been living he could bave communicated with his 

relatives; in the present case there was abundant reason why he should 
not, It was material that his father apparently thought he was alive: Re 

Corbishley’s Trusts (28 W. R. 586, 14 Ob. D. 846). In any case it ought not to 
| be presumed that Philip David Benjamin, whowasa young man, predeceased 

the testator: Le Pheni’s Trusts (18 W. B, 303, 56 Ch. App. 139), Hickman v, 

Upsall (25 W. B. 175, L. B, 20 Eq. 136), and Le Rhodes, Khedes ¥. Rhode 
| (46 Oh. D. 586), 
| Jover, J.—Under the circumstances of this case Philip David Benjamin 
| must be presumed to be dead, for if he were alive he would have heard 
| of the advertisements, The only question is when he died. ‘The case of 


| 


} 
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section 5 of the Betting Houses Act, 1853, which 


received by a person 
deemed to be money 


Re Walker shews that the onus of proof is upon his legal 
show that he survived the testator, and he has not produced any evidence 
I think he died before the testator, and soon after his 
disappearance, and I shall allow the trustees to distribute the estate upon 
that footing, though I shall not make any declaration that he is dead sp 
as to prevent his representative from making any claim it evidence of his 
death at any other time be subsequently 
order will be: ‘*It appearing that Philip David Benjamin has not been 
heard of since the Ist of September, 1892, order the trustees to distribute 
his share on the footing that he died before the testator.’’—CovnszL, 
Hughes, K.C., and F. Ford ; Jessel. 


representative to 


forthcoming. The form of the 





Soxrcrrors, Emanuel § Simmonds. 
[Reported by J. F. Iszi1x, Eeq., Barrister-at-Law. | 


HUSEY v. GAS LIGHT AND COKE CO. Swinfen Eady, J. 7th Feb. 


CompaNy—Depaentures—Recetver—Svurriy or 
Rate—Tenant—Gas Worxs Ciavses Act, 1847, s. 16—Gas W 
Cravuses Act, 1871, s. 11—Gas Licut anv Coxe Co.’s Act, 1872, s. 18. 
This was a motion by a receiver appointed on the 17th of January, 1902, 

ina debenture-holder’s action, against the Mansions Proprietary (Limited), 

to restrain the defendants from cutting off the supply of gas to a certain 

hotel and flats comprised in the security (which was in the form of a 

mortgage by sub-demice) for the non-payment of arrears which had accrued 

due prior to that date. The defendants had given notice threatening to 
cut off the supply unless the arrears were paid, and claimed to be actiog 
under section 16 of the Gas Works Clauses Act, 1847. By the order 
appointing the receiver he was ordered to be given 
premises so far as was necessary for the purposes of his receivership. For the 
plaintiff it was contended that he was a tenant within section 18 of the 
defendants’ special Act of 1872 (eet out in full in Paterson v. Gas Light and 

Coke Co. (1896, 2 Ch. 476) ), which provides that where a consumer leaves 

the premises without paying the rate due from him the co 

require from the next tenant payment of the arrears, but 
standing such arrears, supply gas to the incoming tenant on being required 

It was argued that a mortgagee by demise who goes 

into possession becomes a new tenant in relation to those whose title is 

paramount to his own, and that the fact that he takes possession by means 
of a receiver does not alter his relationship to third parties: Hand v. Blow 

The importance of transfer of 

by the two contrasted bankruptcy cases of Re Smith (1893, 1Q. B. 323) 

Paterson v. Gas Light and Coke Co. was 

distinguishable because the order appointing the receiver in that case did 

not go on to give him possession ; he was treated accordingly as a mere 

With regard to the hotel at any rate the 

plaintiff was in complete possession; he was the occupier as well as the 

tenant, and, as such, was entitled to a supply under eection 11 of the Gas 

Works Clauses Act, 1871. Re Marriage, 1 

Richards v. Overseers of Kidderminster (1896, 2 
Swrivrgn Eapy, J., after stating the facts, said that as to all the premises 

other than the hotel it did not appear that the plaintiff had entered into 

ssession ; he might receive the rents, but he was not in occupation. It 
ad been suggested that he was entitled to claim 
occupier ; but there was no section of the Gas Acts entitling an owner toa 
supply when arrears remained unpaid, It was not disputed that there were 
large arrears, and that under section 16 of the Gas 
supply could be cut off. Section 18 of the defendant company’s special 

Act, 1872, contained an exception with respect to incoming tenants. But 

in his judgment the plaintiff, as regards the premises other than the hotel, 

tenant, and was not, therefore, 
hout paying the arrears. 


Gas—ARREARS OF 


by him s0 to do. 


(1901, 2 Ch. 721). ession was shewn 


and Re Flack (1900, 2Q B. 32), 
custodian and not as a tenant. 


§ Co. (1896, 2 Cb. 663) and 
h. 212) were also cited. 
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m from whom 
thing, or the value thereof, 


the same was received, 


sition of an incom 
entitled, as such, to a supply of gas 
was he entitled todo so as owner or occupier. As pointed out by Lindley, 
L.J., in Paterson v. Gas Light and Coke Co. (at p. 483), section 11 of the Gas 
Works Olauses Acts, 1871, which entitled an owner or occupier to demand 
a supply of gas, and section 16 of the Act of 1847, which enabled a 
company to cut off the supp 
The right of an owner to require a sup 
case in which the gas rate in res 
With respect to the hotel it had been argued 
carrying on the hotel the receiver must be in 
assuming that he had entered into possession, that was not enough. It 
was true that ia Paterson v. Gas Light and Coke Co, the order did not give 
But the true position of a receiver was pointed 
out in that case, and the mere fact that in the present case he was ordered 
session did not sufficiently constitute him a tenant within 
Act of 1872 so as to entitle him to a su 
ly diesmissed.—Oounset, Eve, K.O., and 
-O., and Austen-Cartmell, 
Stammers ; Bedford, Monier- Williams, ¢ Robinson, 
(Reported by H. L. Onwisrow, Esq., Barrister-at-Law | 
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‘High Court—King’s Bench Division. 
DAVIS ». STODDART. 
—Brerrinc —Orrice Berrinuc—Naewsrarer Covron 
Honse-nacks —Krontrr or 
Money as A Davostr on a Bar—Acrion ny Drrosrron To Kacovar 
Samn—Ganmino Act, 1845 (8 & 9 Vier, c. 109), 8. 18 —Berrine Act, 1853 
16 & 17 Vier, c. 119), 8, 5—Ganine Act, 1892 (55 & 56 Vier. o. 9), 8. 1. 


Further consideration. The plaintiff in this case sued the defendant, 
Mrs. A. J. btoddart, to recover the rum of £127 10s, 8d, paid by him in 
titions organised by the defendant and 
Tho action was brought under 


granted —Counsmn, AH. 4 
G. HT. Stetfield, dorerrons, 


Reported by BG Srurwau, Bey, 
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By section 3 of the Act the owner or occupier of any 
house, office, room, or other place, or a person using the eame for — 
prohibited by the Act, is made liable to a fine or ent. 
found that the defendant was the occupier of the 
ees witbia the mean! 
plaintiff on the terms 
On behalf of the defendant it was, on further 
section 5 of the Betting Houses Act, 1853, had been 
the Gaming Act of 1892. Sections 
1853, coupled with the decision in 2. v. 
K. B. 177), shewed that the con 
and wagering. The Act of 1892, 
implied, to pay any person any sum of 
respect of any contract or agreement ren 
the 8th and 9th Victoria, c. 109, or to 
commission, fee, reward, or otherwise 
any services in relation thereto, or in connection therewith, shall be null and 
void, and no action shall be brought or maint,ined to um 
of money.”’ This contract was rendered null and 
The Act of 1853 created an exception 
in the particular case it referred to. 
effect said that all contracts by way of 
null and void. Consequently the 
were repealed. Therefore, no 
There was a further point which had 
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R. v. PENFOLD. Div. Court. Ist Feb. 


Caminat Practice—Parevention or Orntmes Act (34 & 33 Vicr. c. 112), 
s. 7—Evipence or Previovs Convictions. 


This was a case stated by the deputy-chairman of the London Sessions 
as to whether in cases under section 7 of the Prevention of Orimes Act, 
1870, a previous conviction can be given in evidence in certaia cases in which 
@ previous conviction is part of the charge. The prisoners Penfold and 
Edwards were convicted at the sessions for being on certain premises in such 
circumstances as to shew that they were about t» commit a felony, they 
being convicted felons, and it being under seven years from the date of 
their convictions. Counsel for the Crown proposed to call a witness in 
order to prove the previous convictions, considering that the evidence of 
the witness was necessary as the offence was not complete without the 
proof of conviction. Oounsel for the defendants objected to the proposed 
witness, and contended that the evidence should not be given uatil the 
jury had given a verdict that the prisoners were about to commit an offence 
under section 7. They quoted 2. v. Brown (65 J. P. 136). The defendants, 
if they had rot elected to go before a jury, would have been tried before 
the magistrate, who would have had the previous convictions before him 

Lord Atverstonz, C.J.—It appears that there has been some doubt as to 
the practice in cases under section 7 of the Act of 1871 Some of the sub- 
sections of 7 contemplate a set of circumstances amounting to an offence 
which would be no offence but for the conviction anda certain timenot having 
expired. If these men had been tried before a magistrate the whole story 
must have been gone into. In my opinion where the offence ie statutory 
it is right that the ingredients necessary to constitute it should be before 
the iribunal, whatever it is. The practice of the judge was right and the 
— must be affirmed. Our judgment, of course, overrules 2. v. 

Town. 

Waricut, Bicuam, Rivtey, and Watton, JJ., concurred.—Covunsz1, 
H, Sutton. Soxrscrtor, Solicitor to the Treasury. 

[Reported by C. G. Witpeanam, Esq., Barrister-at-Law.} 


R. v. PIKE. Ist Feb. 


Evipencs—InpicrMent voR MIsAPPROPRIATION—STATEMENT IN BANkK- 
rnuptcy—24 & 25 Vicr. c. 96, s. 85—53 & 54 Vicr. c. 71, s. 27. 


This was a case stated by Kennedy, J., as to whether a statement 
made by the bankrupt in the course of his bankruptcy could be tendered in 
evidence against him. W.G. Pike was tried on the 23rd of December, 1901, 
charging him under 24 & 25 Vict. c. 96, s. 80, with having unlawfully 
aud wilfully converted and appropriated to his own use certain sums 
of money of which he was trustee under the will of one William Ayre for 
the use and benefit of the three children of his brother with intent to defraud. 
Counsel for tte prosecution tendered in the course of the trial the prisoner’s 
statement made in the course of bankraptcy pursuant to 46 & 47 Vict. 
c. 52, e. 16, and General Rules 217. Oounsel for the defence objected to 
the reception of the evidence on the ground that it was rendered inadmissible 
by 24 & 25 Vict. c. 96, 8. 85, and as amended by 53 & 54 Vict c. 71, 8. 7. 
Sab-section 2 of the last cited section provides that a statement or 
admission made by any person in any compulsory examination or deposition 
before any court of any matter in bankruptcy shall not be admissible in 
respect of any of the misdemeanours referred to in section 85. The judge 
overruled the contention, but stated this case. Counsel for the defence 
contended that the statement was compulsory, and that the word hearing 
concluded all words leading up to the hearing. He referred to Green v. 
Lord Penzance (0 W. R. 218, 6 App. 657). For the prosecution it was con- 
tended that there was a clear distinction between the statement in bank- 
raptcy required by eection 16 and the examination of the bankrupt 

uired by the official receiver. 

Atverstong, C J., said they were all of opinion that the evidence 
was admistible. It was tendered in order to prove the receipt by the 
debtor of certain trust moneys. He thought that the words in sub- 
section 2 of 53 & 54 Vict. c. 71, 8. 27 were intended to protect the debtor 
where he was cross-examined or where he had made a deposition on which 
he could be cross-examined. If it had bezn intended to make the 
statement part of the hearing different words would have been used. He 


thought that the statement filed by the bankrupt was not protected by the | 


sub-section. 

Waist, Rivntzey, Bicuam, and Watrox, JJ., concurred.—Covunsz1, 
Lavrene, K.C., and Davidson ; J. B. Mathews. Sorscrrons, Solicitor wo the 
Treasury ; Dobla & Hall. 

[| Reported by C. G. Wiiensuanx, Keq., Barristcr-at-Law. | 





Bankruptcy Cases. 


Ze KEEN & KEEN. £2 parte BRISTOL SCHOOL BOARD. 
Bigham, JJ. 10th and llth Feb. 


Wright and 


Basxucvrtcr—Peorsety or Baxxavrtr—Rervren Owngnsuiy—Oxper anv | 


Duercerticos—Baxxucricr Act, 1883 (46 & AT Vict. c. 52), #. 44. 
A against a decision of Judge Beresford in the County Court at 
. The bankrupts, Keen & Keen, were a firm of builders who 
12 1899 entered into a contract witn the Bristol Bchool Board to build a 
school at Knowle, near Bristol. The contractors were to provide the plant 
and material and to finish the work in 1991. Vy clauve 10 of the contract 


it was provided that all plant or materials brought to and left 
upom ouni should be “wusidered the property of the 
wth ” end should not be removed without leave of 


architect, but that the board should not be answerable for any 
or Gamage to any such plant lost, stolen, or injured. By clause 
A the comteact it wae provided that if the wntractors should 





become bankrupt or suspend or delay the performance of their part of the 
contract, then the architect should be at liverty to give notice to the con- 
tractors requiring the work to be proceeded with within seven days, and in 
default of compliance witb such notice all plaut should be forfeited to the 
school board. The contractors presented their own petition on the 16th 
of February, 1900, and on the 2lst of February the school board served 
upon them the notice provided for in clause 20 of the contract, but 
extended the period of seven days to enable the trustee in the bankruptcy 
to$decide whether he would complete the contract. The trustee eventually 
disclaimed the contract, whereupon the echool board entered upon the 
land, treized the plant, and completed the work. The truetee moved in the 
county court at Bridgwater, claiming the plant upon the ground that at 
the date of the bankruptcy it was in the possession, order, or disposition 
of the bankrupt with tne consent of the school board, who by virtue of 
clause 10 of the contract were the true owners, under such circumstances 
that the bankrupt was the tru: owner thereof. The county court judge 
decided in favour of the trustee. The school board appealed. 

Tue Covat (Wuicut and Bicuam, JJ.) allowed the appeal, holding that 
the wording of the contract did not constitute the school board the true 
owners of the plant, and that the doctrine of reputed ownership did not 
apply to the case —Counset, H. Reed, K.C.. and F. Weatherly; Muir 
Mackenzie and B. R Vachell. Soxtcrrons, Gamlen, Burdett, ¢ Co., for 
Brittans, Livett, § Miller, Bristol; Ford § Ford, for Wansborough, Dickinson, 
§ Co., Bristol. 

{Reported by P. M. Francxe, Esq., Barrister-at-Law.! 








LAW SOCIETIES. 


SOLICITORS’ MANAGING CLERKS’ ASSOCIATION, 


The following are extracts from the nioth annual report of the 
council :— 

There are 280 members on the register, thirteen new members joined 
during the year. As may be expected in an association of this description 
some members have retired. Others have ceased to be members by reason 
of their having become practising solicitors, these gentlemen have the best 
wishes of the Vouncil for their future prosperity in the profession. The 
regret at having to sever the connection with the association has been 
sincere and mutual, and with the view of avoidivg this severance, notice 
has been given of a motion for an alteration in the rules, which, if passed 
by the annual general meeting, will secure to the member all the privileges 
of the association except of holding office or voting at business meetings. 

Associations are being formei in some of the large provincial towns 
somewhat on the lines of our association but not limited to managing 
clerks, and with a more extensive scope of objects in connection with thelegal 
profession. This affects us so far as our country members are concerned. 
The council is in touch with these a:sociations and watches their progress 
with interest. 

Various suggestions for enlarging the objects of the association have 
received the consideration of the council, but having regard to the 
limited register of members it has not so far been found practicable to 
formulate any satisfactory echeme. The council regrets that it has not 
been able sufficiently to intere:t the large body of managing clerks who 
do not realize the importance of maintaining and extending tue objects of 
the association, the status of which t now so fully recognized 
by the bench, the officers of the court, and both branches of the 
profession, and who have not yet sought membership with us. 
Members of the council are constantly asked what are the advantages of 
joining the aesociation. A statement of the objects the association is 
appended to this report —and the council is sanguine enough to feel that 
a carefal perusal of it by any managing clerk interested in his own welfare 
and that of the general body of clerks should at once afford a sufficient 





answer and carry conviction home. The subscription is uot prohibitive, 
in fact it may be considered almost nomival, having regard to the 
advantages and privilegsafforded. A good deal of unavoidab!e expense is 
necesserily incurred in mainta'ning there, and dependent as we are upon our 
sub: criptions for our support, this tals heavily upon a limited membership. 
With an enlarged register more could be done to add to the attractiveness 
and usefulness of the association, and the council earnestly appeals to 
every member and to others who may favourably peruse this report to 
| zealously do what lies in their power to forward the objects of the 
association by assisting to bring in more members. 

The lectures have become a special feature of the association's success, 
The attendance at the lectures has been good, and the lecturers may be 
well assured that the devotion of their time and learning to the improve- 
ment of the members is deeply appreciated, and has been of great benefit 
and service to them. The practical utility of the subjects and the well- 

| known ability of the lecturers have attracted considerable attention from 
the Prees. 

We cannot but feel that the kindly interest which has been so graciously 
| and generously manifested by his Majesty's judges towards the association 
| must do much to elevate the status of the general body of clerks. In this 

connection we would refer with pleasure to a recently rep rted case where 
| the right of audience of a managing clerk before one of the examiners of 
| the court was objected to, The examiner allowed the objection and it was 

referred to the court. The learned judge (who did us the honour of pre- 
| siding at one of our lectures last session) overruled the objection, and in 
doing so referred to the capability of managing clerks in gracious and 
complimen terms. 

The social functions of the association have been well maintained. The 
dinner was held at the Hotel Cecil, on the 18th of April, when we were 
honoured by the presence of the Lord Ohlef Justice of England, 
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F. Hamilton, LL.D., K.C., Mr. O. Leigh Olare, M.P., Mr. 
Roskill, Master Hawkins, the president and secretary of the Incor- 

rated Law Society, Mr. Williamson and Mr. Hill (of the firm of 
Filliameon, Hill & Co.), and others, and among those who had 7* 
invitations but were unavoidably absent, we would name Mr. W. 8. 
Robson, K.O., M.P., and Mr H. E. Duke, K.C., M.P. The ‘‘ Bohemian 
Concert’ was held at the King’s Hall, Holborn, on the 2nd of December. 
Nearly 800 members and friends were present, and we were favoured by 
the presence of (among others) Mr. Dibdin, D.O.L., K.C, Mr. O. Leigh 
Clare, M.P., Mr. O. Herbert Smith, LL.D., and Mr. Neville, anda most 
enjoyable evening was spent. 


Mr. W. 


THE INCORPORATED LAW SOCIETY FOR CARDIFF AND 
DISTRICT. 


The following are extracts from the report of the committee : 

Members.—The number of members for the year 1901 was 125, as 
121 in 1900, and there were thirteen subscribers to the library in place cf 
eleven in 1900, 

Register.—A register of moneys to be advanced, and loans required on 
mortgage, and for sale or mortgage of properties in or around Oardiff 
belonging to clients of the members of your society, was established last 
year by your committee, and a book was placed in the society’s library for 
entries therein to which members could have access. ® committee 
adopted this as a tentative measure with the view of seeing how it worked. 
A circular was iesued to every member explaining the course to be adopted, 
both with regard to entries and to inspection of the book and entries were 
invited. The committee regret that the register has not been found a 
success, as but three entries were made, and only a few inspections took 
place. The committee will be glad of any expression of opinion or 
suggestion at the annual meeting on this subject, as they are anxious to 
form a register which will be of use to the members of your society without 
incurring an unnecessary outlay. 

The Intermediate Ezamination.—Your committee dealt with the 
propriety of shortening the time for presentation of articled clerks at the 
intermediate Examination of the London Law Society, and they are glad 
that the time can now be shortened. 

General Form of Conditions of Sale.—Your committee have been applied to 
to support a general form of conditions of sale of roperties within the 
area of the societies forming the ‘‘ Associated Societies. This area is a 
very extensive one, and your committee after much consideration came to 
the conclusion that it was undesirable to have such a form. 





UNITED LAW SOCIETY. 


Feb. 10.—Mr. OC. H. Kirby being in the chair —Mr. A. OC. F. Boulton 
moved: ‘* That this house has no confidence in the present Government.’ 
Mr F. J. Williams opposed. There also spoke: Messrs. A. H. 
Richardson, J. W. Weigall, Samuel Saw, jun., and J. Wylie. Mr. 
Boulton replied, and the motion was lost by one vote. 





SOLICITORS’ BENEVOLENT ASSOCIATION, 


The usual monthly meeting of the board of directors of this association 
was held at the Law Institution, Chancery-lane, on Wednesday, the 12th 
inst., Mr. Robert Cunliffe in the chair. The other directors nt : 
Messrs. H. Morten Cotton, Grantham R. Dodd, Walter Dowson, 
T. Musgrave Francis (Cambridge), J. R. B. Gregory, Augustus Helder, M.P. 
(Whitehaven), Richard Pennington, J.P., R. 8S. Taylor, Walter Trower, 
Maurice A. Tweedie. R. W. Tweedie, and J. T. Scott (secretary). A sum 
of £646 was distributed in grants of relief, nine new mem were 
admitted to the association, and other general business transacted. 








LAW STUDENTS’ JOURNAL. 
LAW STUDENTS’ SOCIETIES. 


Law Srupents’ Denatine Socrery.—Feb. 11.—Chairman, Mr. Croom 
Jobneon.—The subject for debate was: ‘*That in the opinion of this 
House the recent introduction of martial law into Cape Colony was wholly 
unnecessary.” Mr, W. M. Pleadwell opened in the affirmative; Mr. 
W. O. Barry opened in the negative. The following members aleo 
spoke: Messrs. Watson, Koppel, Leggatt, Clifton, Dods, Bishop, 
Agliouby, Adame, and R. K. Singleton. The opener replied, and on 
the votes being taken the motion was lost by 21 votes. 








LEGAL NEWS. 
APPOINTMENTS. 

Mr. James Henny Mvssen Campnett, K. O., Solicitor-General for 
Ireland, ‘has been elected a Bencher of the Honourable Society of 
Gray’s-inn. 

Sir Counrenay Parzcure Innur, K.0.8.1, 0.1.E., hes been appointed 
Clerk of the House of Commons, in the room of Sir Archibald Milman, 
K.O.B., resigned. 





CHANGES IN PARTNERSHIPS, 


DiasoLvTions, 


Henry Lennox Horxinson and Atuwat Mantin Orrsnnencen, solicitors 
(Hopkinson & Oppenheimer), 10, St. Swithin’s-lane, London. 


Feb. 8. 


The eaid Albert Martin Oppenheimer will continue to carry on the said 


business at the same 
under the style or firm of Oppenheimer & Southern. 


GENERAL. 


The Levée on Tuesday interfered with the of certain 
The Court of Appeal did not sit before two o’clock. Lord Chief 
Sir Francis Jeune, and Joyce, Swinfen Eady, Walton, and Jelf, JJ., also 
attended the Levée. , 


It is stated that Sir Homewood Cra who has been City Solicitor 
since 1885, and was the representative of the Corporation on the Royal 
Commission on the Government of London in 1893, will, at ae 
time, place his services at the disposal of the Court of Common 
in connection with the office of town clerk, now vacant by the death of Sir 
John Monckton. 


The Judicial Committee of the P 
to-day after the vacation. Their list of says the Times, includes 
fourteen appeals—namely, from Bengal three, two, New Zealand 
two, and from Haiderabad, » Hong-kong, Cape of Good Hope, 
Ceylon. Isle of Man, and Jamaica one each. There are also seven 
judgments to be delivered in appeals argued before the vacation. 


That unhappy camel, the Court of A » is, says the Daily Telegraph, 
to receive another addition to its ms. Loaded with new 
trials, interlocutory appeals, and workmen’s compensation it is to 
undertake the hearing of cases stated on questions of law by the board of 
arbitration to be appointed under the M Water Bill. Whether 
these will be many or few remains to be seen; but this is eurely not the 
season for increasing, even in a trifling way, the duties of the most 
congested of all tribunals. 


Judge Wilmot sat at Lowestoft County Court on Wednesday, says the 
Daily Mail, in a fur overcoat, and apolr for not wearing j robes 
end wig. From of that court he was, he said, afraid to do so 
for fear of catching a dang 
Lowestoft had the very worst accommodation. He had made complaints, 
but without result, and having now communicated with the Board of 
Works, he hoped a ees would be provided. Alderman Adams 
eaid the court was a ‘ uy ple ,”? and promised to try to persuade the 
town council to remedy the ev 


Vagaries of the rules of com 
Gazette, been unpleasantly brought 
Emery enlarged upon them in an amusing way at the London Institution, 
comparing the company oter in some cases to the butcher watching 
bis sheep fattening for slaughter. There is a very general idea that 
is a certain fixed minimum for SS of limited companies ; 
Emery explained that the e 
enables the number of shareholders is be the 
holding a farthing share. A valuable moral 
prospectus once is:ued, which only induced to su 
The astute promoter at once declared a bonus of 10 per cent., paid 
his own ad = and the effect was so exhilarating i 
on the strength of it! An effective operation was for the promoter 
made a ‘‘ corner’’ in his own shares, and then buy more of them thae 
sold, in which case the broker would be at his mercy. 


Lady Harberton writes to the Zimes commenting on the remarks of Mr 
Justice Grantham in summing up the case against a man he was trying 
stabbing his wife at Saffron Walden. The e ve 
“ . . . the prisoner was justified in D 
formed an unholy affection for another man. If 
with boxing her ears, it would only have served her right, 
was <nough to drive any man out of his mind. 

Lacy Harberton, I had always imagiaed, first, that 
woman at all was a cowardly act; secondly, that no one 
himselt judge, jury, and executioner all in one; and, thirdly, that a “ box 
in the ear’ (thatis, a blow on the side of the head) was a most dangerous 
form of assault, and unwarrantable under any circumstances whatever. I 
could shew Mr. Justice Gran'ham to-day an aged woman « 
incurable deafness brought on by just such a — — her in a fit 
temper by an irasci husband years ago, w 
incapacitates her from earning her living.”’ 

The annual social meeting of the Royal Courts of Justice 
Society was held on Tuesday evening . 
—— presided, and those present included the 
Canterbury and Mrs. Temple, the Lord Chief Justice, and Mr. 
The chairman said he was a member of a tribunal to 
brought from all parts of his Majesty's dominions, and 
brought before it from a province which was about as 
be cold thet eusept by Greggiiin cash oun uty te 

ere except 
under very —— aud 
that they ought to advise his Majesty that the 
— 2⁊ Bill. They gave that advica, 
made. We heches Seuees Se ee ere 
and after some time he met a who 
question, and who told him that the judgment was 
the greatest joke which had —— in 
province was established, that the t 
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Council resumed their sittings 
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which could be done by legislation was by small measures following each 
other as public opinion was ripe for them. The Archbishop of Canterbury 

addressed the meeting, and there was an excellent musical 
programme. 

In October, 1899, President Kruger issued a proclamation dealing with 
the question of payment of rent and interest on mortgeges while martial 
law was in force in the Trantvaal. The matter has now been dealt with, 
says the South African Law Journal, by the issue cf an important proclama- 
tion by Lord Milner as Administrator of the Transvaal, dated the 9th of 
October, 1901, in which, after referring to the proclamation of Ex- 
President Kruger, and after reciting the fact that it has been made to 
appear to His Excellency that by the common law of the Transvaal 
lessees of immovable property are exempted from the payment of rent in 
respect thereof for the period during which they have been prevented 
from beneficially occupying such property by reason of war or ether 
unforeseen atd uvavoidable misfortunes, it is provided as follows: 
**1. No lessee of immovable property who has the beneficial occupation 
thereof ska'l be entitl*+d, under and by virtue of the aforesaid proclama- 
tion, dated the 25th cf Oct«ber, 1899, by the President of the late 
South African Republic, to claim exemption from the payment of reut 
which shall become due in respect of such property aiter the date of 
this proclamation. 2. No per:on who has passed a mortgage bond, on 
land or other fixed property, and who bas the beneficial occupation 
thereof, ball be enti:led, under and by virtue of the aforesaid proclama- 
tion, to claim exemption from the payment of any interest which shall 
accrue in respect of such bond from the date of this proclamation; or 
from the date when such beneficial occupation shall have commenced, 
if the latter date be subsequent to the former; provided always that no 
action shall be brought or maintained in any of the courts of this 
colony for the capital sum of such mortgage bond until a date to be notified 
in the Gazette.” 








The Bank of England give notice that they are authorized to receive 
spplicatiors for £504,000 Nottingham Corporation Redeemable Stock, 
bearing interett at £3 per cent. per annum, payable ha!f-yearly at the 
Bavk cf England, or any of its country branches. Price of issue £96 per 
cent. The stock is chargeable upon the Borough and District Fund, and 
the Borough and General District Rate, which latter is unlimited in 
amount; and also upon the gas, water, and other undertakings of the 
corporation, and the revenue of their real estates. The loan is required 
to discharge the present end prospective indebtedness of the corporation 
for tramways, waterworks, and improvements A full six months’ 
dividend on the total nominal amount of the stock will be payable on the 
Ist cf May, 1902. The list of applications will be closed on, or before, 
Tueeday, the 18th of February, 1902. 





COURT PAPERS. 
SUPREME COURT OF JUDICATURE. 


Rots ov Racistzans 1» ATTENDANCE Oo” 


Date Exeecexscy Appest Cover Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
* Rora. No. 2. Kexewicn. Brass. 
Monday, Feb............ 17 Mr. W. Leach Mr. Pemberton Mr B. Leach Mr. Carrington 
6cvv Chureh ackson Beal Pugh — 
Wednesday . 19 King Pemberton R. Leach Carrington 
Thursday .......... » Godfrey Jackson Beal Pugh 
— — 21 Farmer Pemberton R. Leach Carri 
Saturday . 22 Greswell J Beal Pugh 
Date. Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
Paswew. Buckeyr. Jorcx. Bwisres Eabr, 
Monday, Ped. ............ 17 Mr. Church Mr. Greswell Mr. Godfrey Mr. Jackson 
Tuesday ... 18 King W. Leseh Parmer Pemberton 
Wednesiay — Charch Greswell Godfrey Pugh 
Thursday ........ 2 King W. Leach Farmer Carri 
Friday ..... -- 21 Church Greswell Godfrey Beal 
Saturday ... 22 King W. Leach Parmer R. Leach 


THE PROPERTY MART. 
SALE3 OF THE ENSUING WEEK. 


FP eb_1¢—Misrs. Devesnau, Trwson Paeuze, & Baivorw Aten, at the Mart, at 2:— 
BAtieg Bill: First-class Investment in 2 well secured Net Kental of £100 per abpnom 
for 19% yeate to rom. fx licitors, Mesers. Austin & Austin, Leadon — A 
Fieke 4 Growd-rent A €65 per annem, secured upon two shops and dwelling houses 
(oupymg* five rmtion qoate the “ angel,” a few garda fr. m the terminus of the 
City oné fouth Ionéom Uailway; vib reversion at La4y Day, 1924, to the rack- 
resale, extimatsd at 460. folicitor. W. B. Styer, Eeq, London.—The Cannon 
Buewery, Lithie-1cad, Fulkem ‘¢stab.ivhed in 161), Freeho'd Pr sperty covering an 
area A shout Bi eq ft, near Karl's Court. West Kenwington, ond West Brompton 
py ll pe —— Hill; Mesers, Biyth Dutton Hartley, & 
th; oome Terry, therlock, S$ 0 
Jon ued Pet) Try ng, sll of London, 
Va. 14 —Meoers. Poxrre, at the Mart at 1 
Prete 4 remta A £4) on’ £02 iGa., with reversion. Hyde-park, Little Sussex- 
pow: 4 Shop an Uxdhene, let on leane at £10 per aenum, and held for 
— — at £4 % ticttves, Mewar. Vord, Ling4, Bartlett, & Michetm re, 


. (tee abveriactacats this week, p 6) 
Vee. 19 ~ Meeme. HW. B. Ceasrizin, at the Mart, at 2:~—A metiam-sized 
& at Kingsbury, Middlesex, with dye ¢strance, and grounds of ] acres, 
Sitiitors, Mews. G. B Laurence & Co , London.— Valuable Ground-renta. with east 

reverie ty) racerenta tiutcns, J P. Court, aq. ; Mesers. UO Afield, Bertram, 
ma, tom, & Haigh, ali A Lomdim, ‘ses sAvertionments, this 





AAldA. Ceres. Marw, 


ved, back pegs ) 

re. 0H — — 
— reat. A 174 annum, secre om the Battereen dept of Matera, Limited 
The — hes « frostege t Park road, Uatterees, of 1704t Gin, 4 frontage to 





— 








(Bee advertisements, 
Wigmore-vrtrect and Weetbourne-grove : | 


‘ | Down, Evan Joun, Gworsyilt, Den 
Homart, toma, & Crsenis, at the Mart, at 12:—Freeboll | Boowwron, Canosine, Caundo:ton, Bucks Feb 22 Clarke & Hon, High Wycomb» 


vie A VAs, end woomken 2 ground sen of shout B70 aquare fot. | Jacown, 


etm, — Henderson, Buckle, & Goodman, London. (See advertisement, this 
Feb. 20.— Messrs. L. £. Fostes & Cranrie.p, at the Mart, at 2:— 
REVERSIONS: 

To s sum of £10,031 in Consols; lady aged 76. Solicitors, Messrs. Small & Talbot, 
Burton-on-Trent, and Me:sra. Braikenridge & Edwards, on. 

To One-third of a Trust Estate, value £5,772; lady aged 62 Also to One-third of 
Trust Estates, value £4,858; ladies aged 72 and 62. Solicitors, M ssrs. Crues> 
man & Rouse, Lordon. 

To Two-ninths and One-third of One-ninth of a Trust Estats, value £6,72); 
gentleman aged 54. Solicitors, Meesrs. Rooper & Whately, London. 

To Oce-eeventh of £3,601 India 3 Cent. Stock; ladyaged 55. Solicitor, Francis 
A. Joyce, Esq , Newport, LW. 

To One-fourth of £4,213 23 per Cent. Consols Also t> One-half of a Trust Fand, 
value €5,000. Solicitors, Mesers. Price & Son, Haverfo:dwest 

POLICIES for £2,560, £1,000, £1,000, Solicitors, Messrs. Ashley, Lumby, & Co., 
I andon. 
SHARES. folicitors Mesers Tippetts, London. 
(See advertisements, this week, back pse.) 
RESULT OF SALE. 

Messrs. C. C. & T. Moons sold. at the Mart, on Thursday: A Leasehold in 
St. Stephen’s-road, Bow, £570: Four Dwelling-houses near, £1,385; Seven Le old 
Houses in Ratland-street and Clark-street, Mile End, £2,880; Freehold i at 
Limehouse, £570 ; Three Freeholds in 8t. George’s-street, £1 500 ; Five Freehold Shops in 
Commercial-road, £6 260 ; 436 and 438, Commercial-road, £2,800 ; Two Houses in Fournier- 
stre+t, Spitalfields, £2,010; and Two Shops in Middletex-street, £4,000. Result of sal-, 
£24,765, 








WINDING UP NOTICES. 
London Gazette.—Fripay, Feb. 7. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Limirep 1n CHANCERY. 


Braueie Steamsuir Co Limirep—P+tn for winding up, presented Feb 4, directed to 
be heard at the Town Hal:, Cardiff,om March6. Downiog & Handcock, 118, Bute 
st, Caraiff, for Turnbull & Tilly, West Hartlepool, whose Lonion agents are Crump & 
Son, 17, Leadenhall st, solors for petners. Notice of appeariag must reach Dowsing 
& Handcock, Cardétf, not later than 6 o’clock ia the afternoon of March 5 

Grosvsvor Saw MLL Co Liurrzep—Petn for windiog up, presented Jan 30, directed to be 
heard at Oldham, on March6,at 10 Watson & Son, 11, Church Jane, Oidham. solors 
for petoer. Notice of appearmg must reach the above-named not later than 6 o'clock in 
the afternoon of March 5 ; 

Iuprovep Martin's Axcuos “o, Limmtep (1s Liqguipation) —Credit ors are required, on or 
before March 7, to send their names and adéresses, and the particulars of their claims, 
to John Frederick Evans, at the offi'es of Crawley & Co, 3, Ariington st, St James’s 

James Meavows, Liwitep —Creditors are required, oa or before March 21, to send their 
names and addres-es, ard the particulars of their debts or claims, to Alfred John 
Downs, Bank chmbrs, Parliament st, Hull. Bates & Mountain, Great Grimsby, eolo.s 
to liquidator 

JourNawist Pemtixe anp Pusiisuixe Co, Linrreo—Creditors are required, on or before 
March 14, to send their names and addresser, and ths particulars of their debts or 
claims, to Percy Wood, Maple Durham, Panmure rd, Syden . Hays & Co, Clement’s 
lane, so!ors to liquidators 

Misisc Prorer.tizs Syspicate or Wast Avzica, Limrrep—Peta for winding up, pr.- 
sented Feb 5, direc'ed to be on Feb v0 Lucas & Ward, 6, E'don at, eol.rs for 

. Notice of appeariug must reach theabove-named not later than 6 o’clock in the 
afternoon of Feb 19 
Usiversity Parss, Limitep—Petn for winding up. presented Feb 4, directed to be heard 
on Feb 2”. Sannay & Reynolds, 54 aud 55, C an st, solors for petmers Notice of 
ring must reach the above-named not later than 6 o’clock in the afternoon of 
Feb 19 
London Gazette.—Turspay, Feb. 11. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Luoorep i CHaycery. 

Autas & Apassox, Linrrep—Creditors are required, on or before March 12, to send their 
names and sddresees, : ni the particulars of their debts or claims, to William Peto 65, 
Hatton garden. Maye & Co, 10, Drapers’ , solors for liquidator — 

Grosvesor Dataizs, Liuirep—Petn for winding up, presented Feb 6, dire sted to be heard 
on Feb 20 Wilde 36, V: st, Westminster, solors for liquidator Notice of 
appearing must reach the above-named not later than 6 o'clock in the afternoon of 
Feb 19 


Newcastie-vrox-Tyxg Hore rs Co, Linrrrp—Creditors are required, on or before March 
15, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to 
Percy F. Ward, 27, Moseley st, Newcastle on Tyne. Lambert, Gateshead, solor for 

utletor 





Waxrnine to Inrenpina Hoves Purcuasars anp Lessess.—Before pur- 
chasing or renting a house, even for a short occupation, it is advisable to 
have the Drains and Sanitary Arrangements independently Tested and 


Reported upon. For terms apply to The Sanitary Engineering Oo. (H. 
Carter, C.E., Manager), 65, Victoria-street, Westminster. Established 
27 years. Tel : Sanitation, London. Telephone: 316 West- 
minster.—[{ Apvr. 


For Turoat Inerration anp Covon 
always prove effective. They soften and clear the voice, and are invaluable 
to all suffering from cough, soreness, or dryness of the throat. Sold only 
in labelled tins, price 74d. and 1s. 14d. James Epps & Co., Ltd., Homao- 
pathic Chemists, London.—[Apvr. 


ae Glycerine Jujubes” 


CREDITORS’ NOTICES. 
UNDER 22 & 23 VICT. CAP. 35. 
Last Day ov OuAtu. 

London Gasets.—Tuxavay, Jan, 21, 


Canren, Rev Taouas Taxttcason, Clewer, Berks Marchi Hallowes & Mo, Bedford row 
Cont, Wissen, Btambridge, nr Rochford March 4 Bradshaw & Waterson, Fen- 
ureh #t 


Cinas, Josneu, LAteburough, Lancs, Faller March 6 Jackson & Oo, Rochiale 
Cocons, Jons, Hormmonden, Kent Veb 16 Buss, Tunbridge Wells 

Coomse, Jou Pyworthy Devon, Yeoman March 41 Peterson, Holsworthy, Devon 
Dassatt, Gronon, Blackheath March % 6aw & Bon, (Lueen Victoria at 

Davey, Kowaer, Dorchester, Oxford Web 24 Bollord & Vovenes, Lime at 

» Publicom Fobi7 James & James, Wrexham 


Fiscu, ann, Tavbridge Welle Veb 24 Oripps & Co, Tunb idgs We 
saute, Jour Powart, Oabill, Warwick, Keker Feb 3) Velriax, Banbury 


Gravnen, Jous Power, Oshill, W 
‘ "ibvsen. Gower March 7 Button & Co, Covent gin 
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ELL, Joan, Warwick Feb 18 eg —— ag 
meee Sur Gores ALBERT DE — Bedford Dowse, New inn 
Lawns. James, Belvefleld, Lanark Feb banatrae & Oe, Gane 
McHveu, -— Wituam Srzoxe, Castleford, Yorks Feb 7 Phillips & Briggs, 


Mavpe, Mary aux, Sta'ybridge March 25 Buckley & Co, sy 
Monoay, GEORGE, ‘Hend * Farmer, or Lypia Lava Moran, 
own, Lincoln’s inn 
Mora J R—— Liandefalle, Brecon, Farmer Feb 21 M Hay, Brecon 
Sizes, Zeus, — » mr Manchester, Farmer, and Susanna Nixon, Castleton Feb 17 
sborae 
Nixox, THOMAS, Newcastle on Tyne, Builder March 8 Stobo & Livingston, Newcastle 


upon Tyne 
Norro.k. Beyssamin, Sheepscar, Leeds Feb 20 Crawford, Leeds 
Orme, Joun Sheffied Feb?8 Branson & Son, Sheffield 
Ospourye, W1ILt14M, Cleeth Confectioner Feb 2i Brown & Sons, Gt Grimsby 
Pact, Joun Euuiott, Bedfo: rehant March 17 —— Lewester 
Parker, James, Gt Crosby Feb2l Menkhouse & Dizon 
Pearce SamuR_, Saunderton, Bucks, Farmer >) A “Ciagke & Bo & fe ae TS on, 
Pertit, Susan ExizaneTH ANN, burgh, Suff 

Saxmundham 
Porntiva, Tuomas Isaac, Rowde, Devizes, Wilts Feb13 Fox & Whittuck, Bristol 
Pysus, JANE, Ayegarth, Yorks ‘March 1 D&O, Yorka 
Rezp Tuomas Cheddington, hae Blackami Feb 21 Newton & Calcot, Caloott, Leighton 


SrerHEensoy, WILLIAM Sess, Whitby Jan3l Gray, ber 
—-— Right Hon Aveusta Countess of, Southwold March 5 Cross & Co, 


Ti.1s, ALrrep, Kingston upon Hull Feb 21 Brown & Sons, Gt Grimsby 

WALKER, JoHn Epwarp, a, Feb 15 wo Birming 

—— Manraa, Ashton er Lyne Jan 29 Richards & Hurst, Ashton under 

ne 

Warp, Kevira, Howden, Yorks, Beerhouse Kee Feb 3 Bhodes, Sherburn in Elmet 

Wit.cocxs, Benny, Newton Abbot, Devon Feb28 Baker & Co, Newton Abbot 

Woopwakp, Wiratas Henry ALexanper, Hoylake, Chester Feb 28 Inman & 
Cumpsty, Liv 


27 Feb 


London Gazette.—Faipay, Jan, 24 
Asuton, Tuomas, Caleheth, Lancs, Publican Feb12 Dootson, Manchester 
Baker ‘Benry Fow er, Kansas, USA April £0 Ry & 6o, Leadenhall st 
Batt, Groaciana, Cheltenham March1 Griffiths 
Boys, Farpesics, Bridgwater, Farmer is 24 Hagon 1 
Brapsu Br Coane, Withington, nr Manchester 
. Within 
BroaDBENT, — March 1 Smith, Oldham 
Butter, Ricnagp, Bradford Feb 20 Firth & 
a ary — MD, — Feb 6 es : Jewry ten 
HAMBERS ILLIAM angollen, Sons, — * 
Coayry, Many Auice, Finsbury cireus March 10 Bellord & Coveney, Li 
— Aticz Maza, Shefford, Beds Nicholson & — Surrey st, 
Daty oe —— Bayswater ter, Theatrical Proprietor March1 Carlisle & Co, New sq, 
sion 
Day, Exisan Chelte> 4 Chimney 8: 25 Griffiths & _ — 
DeurstERr, Jonw Huan, De wabury, Th racked Manager. ee 2% K 
Doss, = Les, Bardsley, nr wy under Lyne. 
& Co, Ashton under que 
Everzrt, Anyiz Jane, Cam! Feb10 Sandilands & Co, Fenchurzh av 
Fenwick, Joun Gronas, Gosforth Feb 18 Richardson & Elder, Ni 


GaRLICK, Mania Jane, Malmesbury, Wilts Feb 28 Forrester & 
Guezyn, OAkLey Jonn, Rumburg, suffolk, Coachbuilder March 1 ma 


Suffolk 

Hawi, Saran, Oakworth, Yorks Febis Lister & Sona, — 

HgixEMANn, aur, Old Broad st May1 Lyne & Holman, Gt Winchester st 

Hopson, Mary HANNAH, East —— Notts April 22 Mee & Co, Retford 

HorIAND, Joux, Southport March i4 WR&P8 2 ME 

Hoimes, Hexry 1vxe, Walton, Norfolk March Fowier & Co, Victoria st, 
West mi«ster 

Horwoop Ricnarp Foac, Wigan March1 Smith, W 

Jay, Mantua Franoss, Salisbury Febié Hoddiag & “So, Bolter alc 

Jousson, Davin, Ulaybam Common’ March 10 Muiler & Co, Ba 

Jounson Franois, Knaresborough, oe Feb 26 a 

Laces, Lieut Col Norton, Piccadilly, 20th Hussars March1 Jomes & Co, Liverpvol 

Luap, Sern 8 Miliord, Yorks, Faimer Feb 24 way & Ridgway, Dewebury 

Maicoty, “1L114M Heway, Hammr mith Feb23 Stow & Oo, Lincoln’s inn fields 

Manries Cuarczs, Bournemouth 4 Rodgers & Vo, Bhettield 

Mansu, Benjamin Jouy, Northcote rd, Battersea, Butcher Feb 28 Clarke & Ce, 
Duncan st, Islington 

Mantin, Joun, Not es March8 Green & ing Not'ingham 

Morsay, Jouy, Bootle, nr Li a March 8 Smith, Li 

ann — Ropriquez, Valparaiso, Chile, Merchant Feb 20 Layton & Co, 
Liverpoo! 

Newnourt, Surrep, Stamford, Engineer Feb15 Atter, —— 

Patmer, Evizapera Jane, Devonp at March 1 Gard, Devonp 

Paynx, CHARLES ALEXANDER, Streatham March1 Micks, New Lincoln's ian 

Piva, Tuomas, MD, Bellagio, East Grinstead F.bs Spyer & Sons, New Broad st 

Pinrotp, WILuiaM, Upper Weedoa, Northampton, Bricklayer March 4 Roche, 


Daventry 
ProssEn, Sane Exizanern, Putney Heath Feb 28 Fallows & Bider, Lancaster pl, 


Paotusrox, Canoting, Brompton MarchsS Minet & Co, yy Wiliam st 

Binnay, #RANK, Handsworth, Sheffield March] Alde:soa ald 

Binrsox, JAMES OABRINGTON rd May 1 Clarke & & Gathin, Jobn st, Bedford row 

Starke, JAMms, Walsall, solicitor March 25 Slater & Oo, Darieston 

Suirn, ‘Danian, Dud Worcester Feb8 Jobson & Mareball, Dudley 

TEMrLEMAN, » Tuomas, orwell, Notts, Yeomae Fob 98 Hodgkinson & Beevor, Newark 
on 

Tnomrson, Lavinia, Biland, Yorke Match1 Gare Seinen 

Tuomrson, Loursa, Uldham’ Feb 25 Clark & Co, 0. 

Touxien, Evizaneru Oxuiey, Olifton, Bristol Feb2s B 7 E A Harley, Bris‘o! 

Tasxpett Epwin Jamas, Abingdon , Berke Marchi Graham 

Vinren, Ropent, Baltaire, Yorks, Clerk Feb 15 —2B0 & Metcalfe, Bradrord 

Wanoir, Joun, Leigh, Lancs Feb4 Unsworth, Leigh 

Wirrrnov — Weston Park, Hornsey, Frinter Feb 24 Monks, Rosebery gains, 


Crouch 
Woovarn, Louisa Ann, Gloucester rd, Regent's Park March 8 El'en, Chancery ln 
Wriont, Tuomas, Woulington, Somerset Feb2s J&8P Pope, Bueter 


London Gasette.—Tunavay, Jan, 28. 


Anco, Anam, Bedford, Physician March 12 Browne & on, Warrington 

Brave, Onances Daniet, Plaistow Feb 26 Atteater & Stratford 

Bisse, axse, King’s Heath, —** March 235 rel & Son, Rrmingham 

inen, Gerona, Mcw orcester 80a, mingham 

Sror, Semmtas Melon Wedh, Liane’ Vibes #2 Bradford, 


ith Beadbary, 80, Albert 


am 
Baivox, 5* Mania, Englefield Green, Surrey March 15 Patersons & Co, Lino sin’s 
tue fe 
Camitu.. —— arvxia. —— upon Tweed, Doctor Feb 22 Sanderson & 
Cann, Wituiam, BaclyDelige, Go Mgincee March @ Gimiates, @talybekge 








Coarrs, Bos: St Helena, Insur:nc> Feb2s Thomas, St Helens 

Daven —— EvizasetH, Bright 55* Fraser, Dean st, Soho sq 

Davis, Maritpa. Wilten, Wilts ag, Wilton 

Dicxisox, AvousTa oo } — + | March 15 Peter, Holsworth , 


Devon 
Donsor, sar Oe ee 
SARAE, St 
Fieurn, Ourrry, Newmarket, Suffolk, Yeoman i Glen & Matthew, Cambiitge 


Faancis, MAnAu a. 
Gat, Jane Anwikd CATHERIN 


Lanes 25 
St Leonard’s on Sea Feb 24 cathe. —~ 
Gameson, Joux Hezpert, St , Cornwall, Solicitor 


March 25 Symons, W: . 


Goopwiy, Tuomas, Beer. Bowe, ee Mariner March 4 Evans, eo * 

Hamittox, ARCHIBALD Hewry, Ebor a Galway March 1 Du Vio 

— Many Axx, Ballymacoll, Ballymacnl Daob 7a, Meath March 1 Malley, Dublin 
Pk, ar Liverpool 


Harais. SAMUEL, 
Hopexrysox Jonx, Ironmonger March 18 


ul Liverpo 
Hous, fe Fe Tree: Wacton, Norfolk March 1 Fowler & Co, Victoria st, West- 


. Hyde March 25 Jenkinson & Co, Frederick’ 
pais Sore aorta lap AYE wy ~ -~ pale * 


Jo Awniz, Chester Sharpe & Co, Chester 
Kexrwicn, ioe —— Villiers st, Charing Cross, Metal Broker Feb24 Remhaw 


Kaui, Mejor Henry Caartes Tuomas, Alverstuke, Gosport Feb 28 Stillwell, Pall 


Kesster, Witttam, Mavchester Merchant March 27 Hinde & Co, Manchester 
Levearp, Rioaaxup, Mirfie'd, Boat Buider Feb 22 pantnge & Oo. Huddersfield 
Mcnosain, Lovatas Joun Kiswem, Salisbury, Solicit-r March? Murray, Clement's 


Miius, Svusawwan, and Gzorcr Mitts, Gray’s inn rd Feb 15 Higzs, Staple inn, 
Morris, Mrs Mancanst Srxciam, Westbourne gdas, Hyde Park March 7 Simpson & 


Co, st 
Mvuce.eron, Janz, Cambridge Feb 20 Smart, Cambridge 
Nuwey, Jonn Smethwick Fb 25 we 4 Co. Olebury, ar Birmingham 
Orv, Cuartes Ovixetox, Guisborough 10 Trevor, Guisb rough 
— Daven, ton, Cambridge, March 14 Gian & Matthew, 
m 
Peron, Wiuuuax Meant, and Maxzrna Percn, Thorpe, Norwich March 1 Sadd & 
Poswo, Cuanies Jaques, Finsbury circus Feb 28 — Seka vement 
Portis, Susan Cartes, Belton, Suffolk Sore 8 Wiltenire & Sons, &t Yarmouth 


Ban, Gzonce, Hastings Jan20 Chalinder. 
———— Laversedge, York, Cane Food Feb28 Ridgway & 
Bean, Trowen’ Lite Little Clacton, Eesex March 25 pA gt wy 

Reap, Bexsamiy Epwarp, Limehouse, Suilder Buow & Co, Gt St Thomas 


A 
e M. bf i Feb 28 Sten 6 Lge. SS els 
3 2 — Lincoln, Farmer March 25 Burton & Co, Stonebow, 


Simpkins, Marrna, Liverpool Feb 28 Tibbits. Liverpool 

Srizavup, Janz. Bowden, Chester | ~ -y } — Manchester 
Tinker, Groce, Leeds Fe>15 Dale & Son, Leeds 
Warmay, Atice, Bromley Feb 26 Attwater & Uiall, Stratford 

Waaman, Writiam Joux, Bromley Feb % Atiwater & —* Stratford 

Wrasrer, Axx, Combe Down, ar Bath March? Wilson & Oo, Darhim 

WELLs, Euizapern Paaxces, Wilton st, Grosvenor pl March 8 Ley & Co, Carey ot, 


Lincoln's jan 
Wiis. Axxis Hatrietp, Mumbles, Glamorgan March 8 Laverack & Co, Hull 
Youne, Marcarer, Freshfield, Lancs March 17 Masters & Rogers, Liverpool 


London Gazette.—Faivar, Jan. 31. 
Apawms, Saran Avy, As>ford, Kant March 31 Dales & Crosby 
Atpgaw Lyne, ta ——— King’s Lun 
Banvert, Buz Mast, Chott 2 March 1 slaves, Ohainehon ~ 
ENSON a Hewey, Burford, Oxford March ¥5 — ford 
Breraa Juice AuratD, Suffolk st, Pall Mail, Satichar 16 Bertram, Saffelk 
st \ 
Buatwey, Mary Axx, Wribbenhall, Worcester March 25 Marcy & Co, Bewdley 
Bonn, Frevenick Witiiam, Dorset Marca 17 RG Ly - ple 
Baone James, Ashwell, Herts, Paraee March 13  Gmith, Santy. Beds 


Cc. ELL, CATHERINE ga, Southport March 1 Woodeock & Co, Wigae 
Oattenant, Suir, Bleckpool, March $ Callis, Blackpool 

Carriey, Cuaaces Eowrs, Feb $8 Gruody & “o, Manchester 

Cavout Susaxxa, Ramagate March U5 208) Se ae 

Cutcp, rp Febé Lag bY i Sau © Soom, Hyde 

‘ 8 un ANN 

Cooran — ain yy ’ March 35 marcy & Ca, 


Coxugap, Puaser, Gt March 1 —— oy * 


D Cuastorrs Euizassts Brighton 
be fears. Major — Waren, Maivera Lick, Worcester March 10 F & E 


Doxsere beman De dehats Weed Warh 15 Aston, wi 
x RD, 
Densean, ETE s we 6 dim 


ternoster row 
E Faap, — *— FebS Chapman & Manecbes er 
—** Baker March 


& Brooks. 
Escort, W . 15 Tos r & Co, Celgamonth 
Fuacx. Twowas paren, Wen Daleth, Prodese Merchast Agel 1 Lumb & Cs, 
w qo ye Sail & 
Forp, — Fi Frowas 5. oe St a 


Fow ea, ose yee 
@ Cu oH, March 16 oat & %&, 

I1BSON, ARLOTTR BEL 
G.avaLt, Axx Cacyracer, Bobi Lind" Mar a —_ Wigtoa, Cambariand 


Y Fra 
— San a 14 Hammond <& Richards, 
Je J —— 
Kevan Be Rv an D PA, ao ie & Soa, Eastboarne 
— vuæe ———8 March 1 & Wallen, 


Lrea, Bvaax, 8 Groaus 
Lit — Ronaar, Hemsworth, Yorke Fed 23 Scbolefiell & Scho'ed add, Hemawerth, 


Mu 4 Ortestone Kent, Farmer March 3 Maslam, Canterbary 
Soares, 58 — — ut Melpourna, Victoria Fed is Tayler & Sea, 


Barrow 
Hows, dot Seclownen ag way S “ Wared to —8 
R 
i — Hares, 


SSeS 


—_ — ay LS 
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Satamay, Coantes Keyerxcrox, Sutherland av, Maida Vale, Musical Composer Feb 28 
Salaman & Co, Union ct, Old Broad st 
— = the 


Suanrp, ap gs, Little Melton, Norfolk March1 Rackham, Norwich 
Saw, @iri1sm Manchester, Butcher Feb 12 Smith & Sons, Hyde 
Suewanp. Sauvet Upper Gornal, Sedgley, Staffs, Butcher March 8 Hooper & Fairbairn, 


Dudley 

Sims, J— Leamington Feb12 Rowlands & C>. Birmingham 

kurru, avccsta Northampton April 30 Dennis & Faulkner, Northampton 

Swarwxe, Rev Cann Ropgert Grorcs, Branksome, Dorset March14 Gould & Swayne, 
Glastonbury 

Tcrven, Saran, Walsall March 1 Evans, Walsall 

Waxes, Ropert Ravenstonedale, Westmorland Feb 17 Hewitson, Appleby 

Wartsox, Joss Water, Buroley, Grocer Feb26 Nowell & Co, Burnley 

Wuirrenrap fHomas Harrogate March8 Kirby & Son, Harrogate 

Wirpixc, Mary, Moatgomery Feb 28 Stevens, Shrewsbury 


London Gazette.—Tcrspay, Feb. 4. 

Apsneap, Groce, Stocks within Stsyley, Chester, Cotton Spinner Feb 21 Leigh: 
Manchester 

Aues, Bertua Fawxsy, Portsmouth, Livery St*ble Kee March 1 Boilitho. Porteea 

Brxsixc Cnarwes, Cleeve Yatron, Somerset Feb 28 ‘ood, Wigton. or Bristol 

Brows Epvwasp Srexces, Dane’s inn, Strand March 4 Blair & W B Girling, Woo! 
Exchange, Basingha!! st 

Covet, Hzxny, Bit erae. Hants March 1 Court, Aldersgate st 

Cromurtox, Exma, Epping Merch 1 Coles & Sons, Eastbourne 

Dawes, Isaac, Ashby de la Zmch Feb 15 Dawes, Mansfield rd 

Fremaxtie General dir Antave James Ly ox, GOMG, CB, Brighten April 30 
Freshfields, Oid Jewry 

Se Heanor, Derby, Furniture Dealer's Manager March 1 Clarke & Co, 


GaurritH, Many Axx. Mayfield March 25 Chandler, New ct, Lincoln's ian 

Hicks, Aysiz, North Luffenham, oor ME — Atter, Stamford, Lincs 

Hint, ‘Many, Bris‘ol March 1 Btevens, 

HIPPISLEY, Ei cestz Jax, Clifton, eka March 5 Bolton, Bristol 

Hortayp. Cecitra Frasces, Collingham gardens March 8 Hulberts & Co, New sq, 

en's inn 

Borsiss, Toomas, Et John’s Word March 18 Collyer & Co, Bedford row 

Brosox, Borert, Waleall Wood, Staffs March 31 Evans, W 

Hercaissos. Fraycis Watronp, Fitzroyst March3 Rawlinson, New Broad st 

Ixcuis, Uexey, Bath March 4 Fassel] & Co, Bristol 

Joussos, Joszrn, Ecclesfield. Yorks, Wheelwright March1 Smith & Co, Sheffield 

Laxp, “atten, Lee Moor, Stanley cum Wrenthorpe, Yorks, Twiae Spinner Maich 3) 
Edax ndeon, Wakefield 


Lewis, Geyer, Abercjnym Accountant Marchi Linton & Son, Cardiff 

Lzwis, Jons Rvsseit, Ashfwd Kent March1 Hallett & Co, Ashford 

L x.ey, Banniztr, . cclesfield, Yorks March1 Smith & Co, Sheffield 

Levey, Jorce Jase, Weston super Mare March 2¥ Abbot & Co, Bristol 

Maztiszar, Eowasp Bexry, Weymouth st, Architect March 1 Martineau & Reid, 
Bay mond b égs, Gray’s ion 

May, Eonenr, Caversham, Oxford, Cab Inspector Feb 22 Martin & Martin, Readiog 

Mis, Jons, ‘Handsworth Staffe Febi7 Jaques & Sons. Birmiogham 

Moxzect, #asan. Tutbury, Staffe March 10 fayior & Wheat-roft, Burton on Trent 

Oax.ey, Jous Tuomas, Bermo d-ey, Eo March 10 Hargraves, Abchurch In 

on, = Rev _— cx Avexaspgr, Clapham March 6 Freeman & Son, Foster lo, 


Owns —— a, Eastbourne Marceh s Street & Co, Lincoln’s inn fie’ds 
Papcert, Erneam Bessautx, Leeds, Cloth Manufacturer March 1 Ford & Warren, 


8 
Pessixetos. Pati Boltm Maich1 Russell & Russell, Bolton 
Piaverzo, Wa.tze Hexey Heeveet, Bexhill on Sea, Watchmaker Feb 18 Gaby, 


gs 
Rovgets, Fowarp Anzruve. Birkenhead Marchi FitzRoy, Dorchester 
Srosz, Grorcz Wim, Bexley Besth Kent Feb 28 Jobson, Lincoln’s inn fields 
Scrros, Sir Jons, Noreud Park, Notts March 14 Newton & Co, Moorgate s* 
Usnrwoo »D, Sanam. Martin Mill, Kent Marché Stillwell & Harby, Dover 
Visz Hexzr, Ashford, Kent, Plasterer Feb 28 Kin gsford & Diake, Ashford 
Vorsny, Grorce Ceaves, Southwold, Art Desler Feb 23 Cooper. Southwold 
Wirzrzsover Catnen: sz, Newport, March 14 Weitzman. Cardiff 
Waris, Tuouss, Berrew, Montgomery, Farmer March1 Woosnam, Newtown 
Ween, ( meistiass Berrrett, Chesterton rd, North Kersington Feb20 Burton & Son, | 


Blackfriars rd 
Writtaxs, ‘ous Davip, UD, Cardiff Marchil Hast & Hunt, Cardiff 
W iiiiams, Liam ‘Haw! ey, Bants, Farmer Feb18 Chand'er & Co, Basingstoke 


Witt anus, Wit 1am Waxrox, Bighbury quadrant, Islington March 25 Boulton & Co, 


pm q 
— na Borgetensw, Norwi0d Green, nr Halifax March 5 Jardine, 


Yeousss, Witisam, Holloway, nr Matlock Bath, Fetate Agen: 
Mavioesx Bath 


pf 
Woovmtan, 


London Gazetie.—Paipay, Feb. 7. 
Svams, Feascrs, West euper Mare Feb 28 Smith & Bors, Weston super Mare 
4.022, Bev Grvect. Hammersmith April 5 Nevinson & Barlow, Malvern 
asrnost, Axrcis. Exeter March7 Kirkley, Coptha'l av 
Bazsiscuax, Janes, Darlington, Railway rake Inopectot March 3 Barron & &mith, 


Broa, Taomas Hitt Barers, Bo ntbaes Marchi Marsh & “o, — on on Thames 

Ersrier, Ssxve:. Dewsbary, Woollen Draper March% Bailey, Halifex 

Rosy Jous, Liverpool. Licensed Victzall-r Batesons & Co, pes 

Beasetos, Grown — Newark on March 12 Larken & Co, per 
E Newark on Trevt 

Bezrt, &r @rirceo, Ke MG, Esher, Surrey March 10 Geige & Co, Gt George st, 


et miner 
Beece. Marr sxx Lascronv, Weliiagwn,Bomerse’ March 11 Michell, Wellington 
Erosarve, Wciax, Aytho, Northamyt m, Parmer March 19 Pellatt & Pelatt, Banbury, 


Orm 
Creuset, Hazeset, Dulwich Warchs Bundle & Hobrow, yy I~ 
Cox, Wiitssam Prevo, teacombe, hester March 1 Forshaw & awkins, Liverpool 
Greenfield & Cracknall, 


xen, Bowsxn, MD, Tallow, Waterford, Irelasd Merch 21 
yw, & btrand 
Cucet, Eowsen Cartif Wareh 17 Courios & Co, Cardiff 
Cacwrern, forms, Bowdon, Cheever March 21 Cooper & Bons, Manchester 


BANKKUPTCY NOTICES. | bet bape 12 ure Peds 
| Bisnor, Cuauuns Tuomas, Avonmou 


Loedm Gasttte, ~Yrioar, Ved. 7. 
ERCEIVING ORDERS. 


{ 
| 
| 


| BeLvamy, 


March 2 Lymn, 


— ‘Nelson rd, — High Court 


th, 
Manager Eristal Pet Feb 4 Ord Reba 
| Boomer, Basxy Laweence, Herparhey Manchester, 
Beker Manchester Vet Feb1 Ord Feb 6 


Cucksox, Anruur, Kilnhurst, Yorks, Licensed Victualler March 10 J W&AQRE 
Ha , Mexborough 


ttersley, 
Cc W . chi Gibbons & Ari Davy, Seemee ‘Bheffield March 24 Branson & Son, Sheffield 
bt Hon Cuartes Wittiam Hritox, Earlof Mar i kle, | | Devs, eee a. Hh — 


reh 3 "Thompson, nee 

Dotvery, WiiuaM, Grave'ly Hill, Warwick March 7 —— Birmingham 

East, AntTuur Stratford, or Acyes Bast, Forest Gate ch 25 Barrete, Leadenhall st 

Evans, JosEern, Canonbury March 25 Eagleton & Sons, Chancery la 

Freeman Exeanor, Lowestoft March 18 Archer & Archer, King’s Lynn 

Gate, Davin, Bishton, Mon, Farmer March 31 Lioyd & Pratt, Newport, Mon 

Harpy, Farpenic Peaam Apsott March 15 Barker, Bedford 

Haztewoop, Grorce WiLtuiamM, Egham, Surrey, Builder — 17 6. W. Clarke, 
Lambeth wale, Lambeth 

Heaton, Eveanor, Harborne, Birmingham March 15 Pinsent & Co, Birmiaghsm 

March 6 Belk 


Hepors, Rev Artave WituiAm, Westerdale Rectory, Yorks & Oo, 
Middlesborough 
Hotroway, Wituram, Woodford, Essex April 10 Ashley & Co, Frederick’s pl, Old 


Jewry 
JACKSON, — Awy, Stoke Newi 
Jones, MARY ANN, Ryde, Tot W Richardson & Sadler, Golden sq 
Jones, Wittiam ARTHUR. Plu “Kent Feb 28 Sampson, Queen st, Cheapside 
Kay Cuar.orre, Huil March 10 Barker & Mayfield, Hull 
Caeneeem, WILLIAM — Barrister at Law March 25 Price & Mackenzie, 
n. Cannon s' 
Micne.n, Josern a Clerk Aprill Newman, Southampton 
Notrayi Beysamix, Kensiogton March 31 Simpson & Co, Southwark st, London 


Bridge 

Onmrop, - Percivav, Charlton Kings, Glos March 81 Bailey & Sons, Bolton 

PassmoRE, ARTHUR Brapsaaw, Brixton Feb 28 Aldous, Old Jewry chmbrs’ 

Pays. StapLeton. Faversham, Kent, Corn Merchant March 15 Payn, Faversham 

Puetrs. Pat, Shipston on Stour, Worcester, Newspaper Correspondent March 
Hancock & Co, Shipston on Stour 

Pogson, HenpigTTa ‘AmeLta. 8t Leonerd’s on Sea March $1 Parson & Co, Lime st 

Paipceon, Wittram Reap, King’s Lynn, Jeweller March 14 Ward. Kiog’s Lynn 

Ricuarps, Witt1Am Batten, Camborne, Cornwa'!l March 25 Thomas. Camtorne 

Rosiysox, Ricwarp, Norton Woodseata, Derby, Farmer Marchi Wiog, Sheffield 

cones — Whitley Bay, Nerthumberland March 12 Pybus & Son, Newcastle 

yne 

RiLv — er Reading Feb2s H &OC Collins, Reading 

Sevace Frepericx. Harwich, per March17 Dixon, Chelm:ford 

stvusss Exizaseta Sheffield March 8 Wilson, Sheffield 

8rurces Mostacve James, MD, St Peter’s, Isle of Thanet March 21 Deacon & Co, 
Great 8 Helens 

Tay.ior Jouy Bowe ts, Salford, Iron Turoe> Marchi Wise, Manchester 

Wareex, Epwaro, Bognor, Brickm ker Feb 14 seemed, Bogaor 

Warkin Tuomas Serriew, Montgomery, Farmer March Woosnam, Newtown 

Witxrnsox, MarGaRet, Norton, vurham March 10 Watson & Oo. ore 0. Tees 

Wits, James Frepesick, Gt Malvern, Manufacturer March 16 F & H Corkett, 
Worcester 


—— March 20 Barber & Co. Great St Helens 


London Gazette.—Tuxspay, Feb. 11. 


Aperpees, James Usnry, Anerley March 25 Hatt, Reading 
Ainswortn, Epmusp, Rivington, Cotton Spinner March 81 Holdens & Jannon, Bolton 
Arvsworts, Josern, Edgworth, Lavcs, Cottom Spioner March 31 Hildens & Oatnon, 
Bolton 
Buroess, Marcaeer, Bagcall, Manchester March 29 Parkinson & Co, Manches‘er 
Bearp Emma ADELAIDE Stourport, Wores Jaa 10 Loft, Stourport 
Mania Louisa, Ealing h 25 Gsmble, Fiosbury pavement 
BercTuei: Jonas, Warwick rd, Maida Vale April 4 Solomon, ae Cheapside 
Biyxws, Hannan. Woodhouse, March 24 Middleton & Sons, Le s 
Biacnaty, Mary, Ribb'eton ‘ali, or Preston March 31 Holdens & Cannon, Bo!ton 
Braprorp, WILLIAM MAHERSHAL ALHAZBAS, Ringwood, Southampton, Publican March25 
Davy & Jackson, Kiogw 
Brat _ Justus, Brixtep, Goid Leaf Merchant March 1 Goldberg & Oo, Finsbury 
rcus 
CASSERLI. Lovisa Brows, Isleworth March 12 Leman & Co, Lincoln’s inn fields 
| CHESTERFIELD, JES8E, Beccles, Commercial Traveller Marchi0 Sharpe & Wade, Market 
| Dee ing 
| Cope, James, Leicester March 12 Burgess & Pike, Leicester 
Cross, Jous, manchester, Civil Engineer March 31 Holdens & Cannon, Bolson 
Day Roverr, Hamoton Hill March 80 Bower & Co, Bream’s bidgs, Chancery lo 
| Peexysovcn, Davin. Eccleshali, Staffs, Farmer March 6 Lea, Eccleshall 
| Goopcuinp ALYRED, Redear March 1 Parry & Co, Bradford 
Guirrixs Mary, Stokes Croft, Bristol March 26 Tarr & Sons, Bristo! 
Guiupcy, Wiit1am Hewry, Brighton, nr Melbourne, Victoria, Licensed Victualler March 
| 14° Russell & Co, Norfolk st, Strand 
| Hatcn Sanan Ann, Dewabury March 8 ——— Huddersfield 
Bat. Jonx, Bury, Machinist March 18 Woodcock & Sons Burg 
Haxrver Jonx, Ilkeston. Derby, Builder Feb 22 Thorp-, Ilkeston 
Hart, Cuarces Fiuiotrt, Lower Clapton March 7 Btevenson & Couldwell, 


church st 
Warwick 14, Maida Hili March 31 Tylee & Co, Essex st, 


Hoare, Grrarp Noe. 
van, 
| Hore, Bicuarp, Leamington March 24 See & Co, Ole - >* ome 
Kiviey, Thomas, Sheffield April15 Ryall & Son, Sheffi 
Kisegy, Thomas Owen, Newtown, Montgomery March 1 oi ori “yy & “dag Newtown 
Lewin, "Tuomas, Leicester, Ineurance Agent March 12 Burgess & Pi ter 
Lewis Artuur James, Regent st March 18 Uollyer-Bristow & Co, Bedford row 
Luxen, Axx Wertbury us0n Trym, Glos March 17 Wansey & Meade-Kiog, Bristol 
Maatix, Hexny, Maiden, Kent, Farmer Feb 28 Hinds & Son, Goudhurst, Kent 
Mereay, Buiask BARLEY, Ring wood Maren 25 Davy & Jackson, Ringwood, Hants 
Oaxcey, Wittiam Jonatuas, Old March 1 Jackson & Co, Old Jewry chmbrs 
Ovasv, Many, Bristol March 15 ark, Bristol 
Ovognr, Prawces, Brixton hil! March 21 Harris, Tonbrid 
Paice. Boorn, Higher Tranmere, Chester March 16 Lam * Co, Birkenhead 
Bicuanpeow Joux Wins, Corbridge on Tyne March 31 Simey & %o, Sunderland 
Roca, Juux Hexay, Newcastle on Tyne, Joiner March 25 Wilkinson & Marshall, 
Newcastle on Tyne 
cate, Wiitiam. Skewen, Glam, Grocer Veb28 Thomas & Thomas, Neath 
burn, Fume telly Park, Worcester March 8 Foster & Co, ~~ 
Puirn, Basan, Bearborough March 81 Tate & Co, Scarborough 
Bresce, Bauwaka, North Shields March? Brown & Holliday, North Shields 
Tavion, Witttam, Bouthport March 81 Holdens & Cannon, Bolton 
Teos08e, — is, Upper Long Ditton, Surrey March 25 Orump & Co, Great George 


at, Wi 
' Wirz, "gasses Lovina, Liverpool, Chandler March6 Kent & Holroyd, Liverpool 


Fen- 


Cunsox, Tou Gasnca J Kin, —* a upon Oe Fay) Builder King- 
stom upon Hall eb 3 

Davins, Joun Evan, dies. Gaatigan, , ae Oarmar · 
then Pet Feo 8 Ord Feb 3 

Dircusuns, Kowanp Haat, ‘arlington, —A Victualler 
Stockton on Tees Pet Feb a Ord Feb 


Bristol, Club 


Areszsmt, Groene, Kinthory, Berts, Beker Newbury | Boon, Cusnies, Eeeworth, Hants, Baker Portsmouth Eawrnore, Atynen, Wolverham pen, Painter Wolver- 
Pes den) Ort Feo | Pt eb Ord Webs hawption P4 Beb4 Ord Fe 

Ascott. Atzeret ; Commercial Travdlier Heating ©1sexe, Tuomas, 2 Ticonmed VAualler Crewe Kiiin ARGULIA, — — Yorks, General Dealer 
Pa Fe? Ort Pe Pet Feb 6 Ord Feb Kiagetoa upon Hult Fob 8 Ord Feb 3 

hea, Paew ©. Upper Themes &, Irom Maart High tvv, Journ, Wen, talon, Plamber Bhrewsbury Pet Evenert, Fueoenicx Willesden Green, Hardware Dealer 
Comm Pet eet Ort Wee 2 Jan % Ord Ven 4 High Court Pet FebS Ord Fons 

Bacee Breet veieo Verige gine Copein i HM Coonn, Uecexes, Birmioghem, Mlectrical Engineer Bir-| Goovwin, Witssau, Ogmore Vale, Glam, Fruiterer Omdiff 
army HignhCan PAOCAw O44 1a mingham Vet Yeo 4 Ord Feb 4 y Pes Feb 4 Feb 4 
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Feb. 15, 1902. 
7*8 Savy Daviv, Gt Yarmouth, Bottle Merchant 

Bat Yarmouth Pet Reb 6 Ord Feb ‘jars 

woos, at by ape ta Weymouth, Auctioneer Dor- 

Pet Jan 16 Ord Feb3 

a, —— — Lianidloes Mastqemert, Licensed 
Victualler Newtown Pet Feb 8 Feb 3 

—— Jomm, & 5 OY Lincs, Machineman Boston 
Pet 

pes, Fae, eee High Court Pet Nov7 Ord 

Maas, Everne Jeax, Gt Tea, ane Manager Gt 
Yarmouth Pet Jani16 Ord F 

Mappiy,. Maniz Hermine, Borough “Bigh et, Widow High 
Court Pet Jan4 O1d Feb5 

Mantin, CHARLES Putvgas, Pecpenten, Herts, Plumber 8t 
Albans Pet Feb4 Ord Feb 

arse, LEopo.p, Bread st High Court Pet Jan 1 Ord 
Feb & 

Mvyezs, pee Be Dav — Hammersmith, Tailor High Court 
Pet Feb 3 Fe 

Owen, Wittram. gL Greengrocer Liverpool Pet 
Feb5 Ord Feb 5 

Pearson, Witiiam, Quarry Bank, Staffs, Fishmonger 
Stourbridge Pet Jan 30 Ord Jan 30 

Powanp & Co, ARTHUR, Bishopegaie st, st, Timber Merchants 
High Court Pet Jan 15 

Rare, Jonn Witi1am, Darlington, Baker Stockton on 
‘ees tet Feb4 Ord Feb 4 

Roserts, Harry Wit11am, Newmarket, Architect Cam- 
bridge Pet Feb4 Ord Fib 4 

RosertsHaw, Smiru, Halifax, ete Halifax Pet 
Feb 1 Ord Feb 1 

Rosixsos, Grorce Epwarp, Cardiff, Architect Cardiff 
Pct Feb 3 Ord Feb38 

SuarpLow. Samvet, Nottingham, Grocer Nottingham 
Pet Feb5 Ord Feb 5 

Simons, Davin, Pontycymmer, Garw Val'er, Glam, General 

-aler Cardiff Pet Feb4 Ord Feb$4 

Bxetsey, Gzorce Henry, Wepre, Flint, Company 
Director Chester Pet Lec3) Ord Feb & 

STARLING, — * — Fisherman Canterbury 


Pet Feb5 Ord Fi 
—— — Confectioner Bolton Pet Feb 5 
Ora 


Tasker, CunistorHer Jony, Leeds, Butcher Leeds Fet 
Feb8 Ord Feb3 

Tayor, Jouy, Newcastle on Tyne, Watchmaker Newcastle 
on Tyne Pet Feb3 Ord Feb3 

Texensaum, Joszex, Woolwich, Picture Frame Maker 
Greenwich Pet Febi Ord Feb1 

Van per Weypkr, Henry, Regent st, Photographer High 
Comt Pet Dec i8 Ord Feb 8 

Warxinson, Bicuarp Epwarp. — — Yorks, Butcher 
Leeds Pet Jan 30 Ord Fe 

Westmont, Gronrce Henry, | lof W, Hairdresser 
Newport Pet Feb4 Ord Feb 4 

Witeemita, Wituiam, Malvern Link, Worceiter, Miller 
Worcester Pet Jan23 Ord Feb4 

Winter, Henry Rytanp, Addle st High Court Pet Dec 
8 Ord Feb 3 

Woopwarp, Saran Jane, Leicester, Hosier Leicester 
Pet Feb 3 Ord Feb 3 


Amended notice substituted for that — in the 
London Gazette of Dec 


Ayxesson, Ricnarp, sen, tod cea ‘Berks, Family 
Butcher Reading Pet Nov2i O:a Decé 


FIRST MEETINGS. 
Apr, ——— Birmingham Feb 19at11 173, Corporation 


at, 
Asu, Faep *62 Thames st, Iron Merchant Feb 20 at 
11 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 
Baker, Henny Epwarp, Evelyn gdns, Captain in 
Army Feb 17 at 11 —— blogs. Carey st 
Banner, Grorcr, Upper Lydbrook, Glos, Grocer Feb 17 
at 10 2, Offa st, Hereford 
—— — Hornsey Feb 20 at 12 Bankiuptey 
ogs, 
Shenae, Joun Nearz, Wilmeote, Warwick. Licensed 
Victualler Fe> 14 at 1115 Shakesperian Hotel, Strat- 
fond on Avon 
Bupp. Cuanies, Emsworth, Hants, Baker Feb 14 at3 
Off Rec, Cambridge june, High st, Portamouth 
Cameron, Duncan Ewen, Hans cres, — sq Feb 14 
at230 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey » 
Curr. Josrrn, Wem, Salop, Plumber Feb 18 at 2. or 
Ree, 42, 8t Jobn’s bi 1, Shrewsbury 
Ooarrs, THOMAS Mpwanp, Sbipton under Wychwood, 
— Cattle Dealer’ Feb idat 12 1, 8t Aldate’s, 


Dasranxreip, Leon Bridgend, Glam, General Dealer Feb 
18 at 12,80 117, Bt Mary st, Cardiff 

Boor, Water Bam et, Willenhall, Staffs Feb 19 at 10 
Off Rec, Wolverhampton 

Evans, Jonun, Aberdare, Hay Merchant Febidat2 Off 


186, High et, Merthyr Ts dfil 
Evenerr, Faepericx, Harlesden, Willesden + ang Hari- 
ware Dealer Feb 18 a} 11 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 
Fivpy, Isaac Witiam, Worstead, Norfolk, Licensed 
Victualler Feb 15 at 12.90 Off | Re, 8, King st, Norwich 
Fianacan, Patrick Micnar. waley, Bedding Manu- 
factarer Fob 14 at 1090. Off Rec olverhampton at, 


Dudle 
Fovnmnnat Brompton ri, Horse Dea'or Feb 14 


Boum, — 12— Iikestom, Derby, Watchmaker Feb 
4at2 Off Reo, 47, Full st, Derby 
— Wiiuram Guiusn avwe Shipley. Yorks, Pablican 
Feb i4atil Cff Rec, 31, Manor row, Bradfor 
Lock, Dav: —— Fish r Feb 15 at 11 117, St 


Mitcnett, Fraxx Grampound, Cornwall, Builder Feb 17 
at 12 ec, Boscawen 

MownteEats, eon Brie field, Lancs, Plumber Feb 17 at 
1030 Off * 14, Chepet st, Preston 

Nurrer, “TB rrowford, Lanes, —— * Agen 
Feb 17 at 12 * Of Bee, 14, Chapel ot. 3 

Osporn®, CuaRies Epcar, Luton, Baker Feb 15 15 ati2 Of 
Rec, Bridge st_ Northampton 

Pavey, Gronczr, Hayward’s Heath, Sussex, Corn Mer- 
chant Feb 14 at 230 Off Rec, 4, Pavilion bldgs, 


o 
Reap, Wii.1Am Hewry, Olton, Warwick, Brush Manufac- 

turer Febi8at11 174, Corp oration —-~-s- 
Ricnarps, WILiiaM Rewport, | Mon, Coal Feb 


l4atll Of B chmbrs, Newport, Mon 
SuerHerD, ARTHUR — Coal Dealer Fedi7at3 Off 
, Chapel st, Preston 


Brix, Groror. Radcliffe on ‘Trent, Notts, Commercial 
Traveller Feb l4at 12 Off Ree’ 4, Castle pl. Park et, 


= 
Srreers, Taser, Bolton, Confectioner Feb 19 a'2.30 19, 
Tasker, ———— Joux, Leeds, Butcher Feb 14 at 
12.20 Off Rec, 22, Par Leeds 


. k row, 
Teansy, Antuur Henry, Bheffeld, Builder Feb 14 at 1 
Off Rec, Figteee sheffield 


Tomas, Epwix Jonx, and Heapert Fiser 5 
S Cabinet Mekers Feb la at II 117, St Mary st, 


Torres, Wittiam ALFRED, , Tobacconist Feb 15 


at 1130 Off Rec, 4, Queen 
Turver, Jonn Ronerr, " bury Bt — Joiner Feb 14 
2.30 8t Bdmun 


Febi?atit Off ‘ark row, 


Wairtaker, ALFRED — — x. Minehead, Somerset, 
Chart Accountant Feb 18 at 12 117, 8t Mary st, 


emith Feb idat230 Off Rec, 6, Bond ter, Wakefield 

ADJUDICATIONS. 

AnGove, ALBERT Pup Ganaes Traveller Reading 
Pet Feb 3 Ord F 


Bupp, Caries, Emsworth, Hants, Baker ———— 
Pet Feb3 Ord Fed3 


Ciarxe, Tuomas, Nantwich, Licensed Victualler Nantwich 


Pet Feb5 Ord Feb 5 


— E, a ty Wolverhampton, Painter Wolver- 


hampton Feb4 Ord Feb 4 
Eis, Manev on Le oy 19 General Dealer 
aupoo Hull Pet Feb Feb 8 


Fow.er, Epwarp Grorer, hae bony Baker Birmiog- 
ham Pet Jan29 Ord Feb 4 
| come Aczert, Copthall ct High Court Pet Oet s Ord 
eb 4 


Goopwix, Wittram, Ogmore Vale, Glam, Fraiterer 
x Cae Ord Feb 4 oe ; 
amMonv, JaTHRo Josuva, Leicester, Shopkeeper Leicester 
Pet Jan 23 Ord Feb4 
Harnzisoy, Savz Davin, @: Yarmouth, Bottle Merchant Gt 
Yarmouth Pet Fed 5 Ord Febd5 
Hitu, Percy Bicnaagp, Lianidloes, — » Licensed 
Victualler Newtown Pet Fes 8 Feb3. 
Howsrs, Haauey Leporr, Now Gut, Blocktrine, Tobacconist 
High Court Pet Janl4 Ord Feb 3 
Lracuman, Joun, Lincs, Machineman Boston 
Pet Fed 6 Ord Feb 5 
Myras, A ay nw King st, Hammersmith, Tailor 
Feb8 Ord Feb 8 
Greengrocer Liverpool Pet 
Pransox, Wiiiiam, Querry Bank, oom, Fishmonger 
Stourbridge Pet Jan 8) Ord Jan 
Porrer, Wittias Jonx, *poole Pet Jan 33 
Price, G@xranv, » Licensed Victualler Preston 
Pet Janis Ord 


Raine, Joun Writs, \ ~y om Baker Stockton on 
Tees Pet Feb 4 


Owes, v 1LLIAM er 
‘eb 5 Ord Feb 








- Pair ve ag 
Bankrupt bd a 
Son Winitam, Port Talbot Glam” Feb 14 at 2,90 Off Reo, | 
Sl, alesandra 1d, Swansen 
Greexwoon, Tuomas, Barnley, Coal Miner Feb 17 at 11 * 
Off Reo, 14, oe st, Preston 
Grove Henny Hiwt, Netherton, Builders 
Feb 14 atio Off Reo, by ey at, + Deter 
Guoxvy, Wittiam Tuomas, Stockport, 


flela 
Hitt, Percy Ricnanp, Lianidloes 
Victualler Feb 96 at 10.90 1, 


‘igh Ne | 


8) 
Manufacturer | | Omani Sauvat, Nottingham, Grocer Nottingham 


—B 


—— Q@rornce Bpwanp, Cardiff, Architect Cardiff 
¥eb8 Ord Feb 


8 
Rvaziw 44 and Josera Bayri, Canfield ae =| 
‘ Rretaurant Keepers High Court Nov v 
an 


Confectioner Bolton Pet Fed 





* 


— P 

Rr — Ae... a" Lynn, Painter Kieg’s Lynn Pet 
5 Ord Fed 

Canseate, Sait, Suh, Oe Sate York Pet Peds 


— matty , — 


surracrronrua, Grorner, Darwen, 
Pet Fed? 


7 Curistorasr Jonx, Leeds, Butcher Leeds Pet 
“Tbs Ori Fbs | 3 


Tay1o' Joux 
New oa Tene Pet P 


mires Olds 


oan, James ot, — High 


Gourt Pet Jan8 Ord Feds 
— ee Epwanp, Guiseley, Yorks, Butcher 


Woopwarp, Sanaa Janz, 
Pet Fed3 Ord Feb3 


Ord Feb 3 


——— hs eens in the 


ADJUDICATION 

ORD. 

Baitiiz, Cuan.es Iswzs, Grove Hill rd, 
house Broker 


London Gazette of Dec 24 


Tou Jong. Hyniagien, Beaker — — Pe 
Dec i6 Ord Dee 1 


ANNULLED AND RECEIVING 
ER DISCHARGED. 


Camberwell, Public- 
ee a oe 


Adjud July 8, 1900 Dis and Annul Fe 


London Gasetie.—Tutspar, Feb. 11. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 


Avexanper, ALExanper Josern, 
Toeatrical Manager 


Bargxwe.t, Epear Jos, 


Richmond, Surrey, 
Court Pet Feb 7 Ord 


Pet Feb? Ord Feb'7 


San, eee Manchester, 

at Angel Jon 2 Ord Feb? mente Bian 

Warxrxson, Ricnaro Epwanp, Guiseley, *yorks, Butcher eee, Norwich, Blacksmith Nor - 

og t. on — Waxenave, Downton, Wilts, Woolstapler 
Saisbury P Feb 


6 Ord Feb 


Carditt Cook, . chailerton, Yorks, Hestler Northaller- 
Woopwane, Ssnan Jase, Laleusten, Mester Fob 1406 281 gc siete Gestlo Bromwich, Warwick, Farmer Bir 
( Berri . 
Wonwatp brvax, Sast Hardwick, nr Pontefract, Black- | poy. dvurnary Grose, — Exeter Pet 


Feeruastis, StsPnex 


Txomas, Beckenbam 
Sigh Vourt Pet Jan 15 Ord Feb 7 


Manager 
Hat, Joux, Barneley. 
Ord Feb 8 


an Epona, Lae, Sas 
Nonranoes, Jom Joux a. Plymouth, Butcher Plymouth 


_ Febdé 

— 
—S 

—— Dexxw Coox, Gt Grimeby, Fish Curer Gt 


, Fruiterer Barasiey Pet Feb & 


Bangers. Ewe, hm 4 — Kirstein, Assembly mews, | Aatu. W 
Mile End High Court Pet Dec 31 Ord Feb? Sen ee Ora Feb 6 
—— — — Poole, Pork Butcher Poole Rome, CUABLBS, 
an 23 « 
WOOD, 
— — — Manchester, Feb? Ura Feb? 


Cu 35 Tom — et 3 2* all Hull, Builder ma Faaxcis, Leeds, Cartman Leeds Pet Febé Ont 
ingston upon 8 
Davins, Jom Evan, sian, x Lai Jorm, Tuomas, Meentain Ash, Glam, Carpenter Aberdare 
ea Pet Fe e 
— Epwanp Haart, Darlingt>n - Victuiller — ——— —B— — 
Stockton on Tees Pet Feb8 Ord Feb bg 


Seats Pet Feb¢ Ord 


Brampton, Chesterfield, Derby, Bailder 
Pet Feb 8 


Grimaby Pet Feb? Urd Feb? 


ura Fed 6 


Roma, Kees, Sate ee Se, Suite Kungstoa, 
Hull Pet 3 Ord Pedé 
PP Rongareon, Cheleen, Meqeire High Court Pet 


Ord Fed 7 


8 Ord Fe 


Boureemouth Feb —— 
Fed4 Trwreatey, Bexar, Morecambe, Newsagent Preston Pet 


T Ord Ped t 


Ware, Tuoaas Woad 
ex Wrukia Weymouth, Jobmaster Dorchester 


ura Fed 4 


Reap, Wituias to toes, Warwick, Brush Manu- 
facturer Birmingham Pet Jan li Ord Feb 5 
Ronerrs, Hannay ——— Anca GQm- Wonscar, 
Roneersnaw, Gurru, Halifax, Tobacconist Halifax Pet Pes Jan 18 oor 
Febi Ord Fed 


orn, > 


wie rae Ord Fed é 
sans 


Sumuess, Wittuias Riceaao, Hekia, ar \—} Haves, 
pte Gas Pembroke Dock 


Ord Feb 6 


Tanners, Jou Josnrn, Rast Ham, Meat Saleeman High 


Pet Feb t Ord 
Wood Green, Postmaster Bimoaton Pet 


Joarrn Wri, Birmingham, Bagineer 


— got 


rinse cee pee mane 
n 

Baray , i. iS — ai at 2 
rupley 


Feb 14 at 11 Off Reo, Count bS Ord Feds 

p —* ny ohm aan Bimons 22 — Garw Valley, Glam, General 

Hertixaratt, Tom Pano, Castleford, Yorks, Provision | Pot Feb@ Ord Feb 4 Bates, sapere Taxa, oe Me 
Dealer Feb id at 10,30 Off Reo, 6, Bond ter, Wake- Brantina, Sean Canterbury Matias Groevener 


— 


= Nuaceeryman Ped 21 at 3 
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Heystey, Antruoxy Ernest, Regent st, Ci 
Feb 19 at 1230 26. Railway app, London Bridge 

Hixpz, Jaues, Wem, Salop, Paiater Feb 2) at 11,30 
Rec, 42, 8; John's hill, Shre 

Hiprry. 
Off Rec, 22. Park row, Lerds 


Berrs, Reorxatp, Fram'ingham, Chemist Feb 18 at 11.30 | 
Gt Eastern Hotel. Liverpool et 
Bromury, Harry Lawrance, Harpurhey, Manchester, 
Beker Febi8at8 Off Rec. Byrom st, chester 
Cann, Wi.t1am, Scarborough, Bellhanger Feb 21 at 3 45 
74, Newbor. ugh, Scarbor vagh 
Cours. Tuomas Epwrs, Stretford, Lancs, Engineer’s Mer- 
t Feb 19 at 2.30 Off Rec, Byrom st Manchester 
Creckatr, Jonx, Liandadno, Licenrei Victualler Feb 19 
st 11.30 Station Hot-l, Lian udoo Junction 
Cursor, Tou Groroe, Kingst m upon * Builder Feb 18 
atil «ff Ree, Trinity House in, Hal 
Davine. Joux Evay, Silian, Cardigan, — Feb 26 
at3 Off Rec, 4, ‘Queen st Carmarthen 
Denny, Bervarp ‘Ourram Rotherham, Yorks, Grocer Feb 
18 at 12.30 Off Rec, Figtree in, Sheffield 
_ Huwrurey Gronce. Exeter, Florist Feb 20 at 10.30 
ff Rec, 13, Bedford circus, Exeter 
— EDWARD GEORGE Birmingham, Baker Feb 21 at 
11 176, Corp ration st, Birmicgham 
FaerMantTLe Steruex Tuomas. Beckecham Feb 21 at 12 
Bankruptcy bidge, Carey st 
Gamr atu, Wittram Henry, York Feb 19 st 11.30 Off 
the Red House, Duncombe pi, York 
Goxipsterx, foromox, Whitechspel, Tsilor’s 
Feb 19'at 12 Bankruptcy bidges, Carey st 
Goopwix, Wittiam, Ogmore Vale, Frui erer 
at 13) 117, 8t Mary st, Cardiff 
Granam, Jony Kpwis, iverpool, — Feb 19 at 12 
Off Ree, 35, Victoria st, Liverpoo 
— Axnntenr, Birmingham, — Feb 21 at 12 
174, Corporation st, Birmioghim 
Harr, Wriiam, Hadderstield. Coal Merchant Feb 20 
atil Off Kec, 19, John William st, Hudderafield 


EQUITY AND LAW 


of Art Febd18atz30 Bansrupt 
Iviny. Jonx Epwagp, Trinity eq, 


23) tankruptcy bidgs, Car-y 


Cour s, Peterborou 
Jones Ropest, Sennen Festiniog, Boot Dealer Feb 15 at | 


12.30 Crypt chmbrs, Eastgate row, 


uc chmrs, Eas strate row, Chester 


at i215 Off Rec ana 6, West st. Bcston 
Off Rec, #6, Juhn et. Sunderland 

Mantis, CuarRLes Parweas, Har, en, Herts, Plumber 
feb1¥+ti2z Off Ree, 96, Templ+ ‘chubes, Temple av 

Moss. Ricnarp, Leeds, Butcher Feb 18 at1130 Off Ree, | 
22, Park row, Leeds 

Mcre, Grorce 2H, PancrasIn Feb 18 at 12 Bankruptcy 
bides, Uarey st 

Newton, Samve: Barron Sheffield, Mecharisal — 
Feb is at Off R-c, Figtree In, Bheffieid 


Pressor 


Feb 21 


Feb 20 at 280 cankraptcy bidgs, Care 

Puce Cuarirs, Wellingborough, Fish Hawker Feb 18 at 
12 Off Kec. Bridze et, Nortaampton 

Roperts Marry WiL.iaM, Newmarket, Architect Feb 18 
at2.30 The White Hart Hotel, Newmarket 





vil Engineer | — Gare, 


Of | —s 


wabury 1 
Fraxcis, Armley, Leeds, Cartman Feb 18 at 11 Rrx — 


bi ie Ay facturers 
a Meret m 9 at | — Hersert Coates, 


James. Amos, Spaiding Lincs, Biker Feb 21 at il Law | Saxman, Tuomas, York, Cattle 
Jongs, Wiiu1aM, Criccieth, Carnarvon, Grocer Feb 18 4 | 


cypt 
Lracuman, Jous, Old Leake, Lincs, Machineman Feb 18 | 
Lister, Joun Gores, Sunderland, Builder Feb 18 at 3 | 


Pivmety, Gzorce Queen Victoria st, — Promoter 
y at 





Simons, Save, Pontycymme: 


| Gere, James — 8 


Tay1on, Jony, 5 u 


A⸗lifax, Tobacconist Feb 19 
Hall chmbrs, Halifax * 7 
EoRGE Epwagp, Cardiff, Architect Feb 21 ag) 


a. toy Soe 
‘a Lynn, Painter Feb 19 at 10 Cow 


se, 
Hopkins, Tuomas Eopert, Crouch End, Dealer in Wate | Sanparounp & Co, Bethnal —~ rd, Furniture 


Feb “2b at 12 — 
‘eb 21 at 12 80 Git lise, Albert rd trie: 
Dealer’ 
Red House, Duncombe 

r Garw 

Feb 21 at 12 117, 8t Mary st, 


sey, Gl 


Saira Grorce, Burton on Trent, Clothier Feb 19 at 11 
Midland Trent 


Hotel, Station st, Burton on 
round, 
terborough 
Tyne, Watchmaker Feb 
at 11.30 Off Bec, 30 osley st, ——— n 
Texensaun, Josern Woolwich, Frame 
Feb 18 at 12.30 24, Railway app, — Be Bridge 
Tuomas, Joun Moray, Witttam Hupsox Tuomas, 
Evan Morgan Inemas, Chesham, Bucks, Tailors Fi 
19 at12 1, St Aldate’s Oxford 
| Tuvruey, Watrer Exumanv gL, Old + Hunts Feb 
21 at11.60 Law Courts, Peterborough 


at 11,30 


Toison, WILLIAM, jun, Ambleside, Westmoreland, Ta‘l 


Feb 22 at 1130 Grosvenor Hotel, Stramong % 

Waxes, Beetiz Joun, Jermyn st, 8t James Feb 24 at 
Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Wau Agruur CHARD, Sammersmith, Builder Fi 
20at1l Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

Was, Fanyy, Colwyn Bay, Denbigh Feb 18 at 

Crypt chmbrs, Eastgate row, Chester 

Wiresmitn, Wittiam Malvern Link, Worcester, 

Feb 18 at 9.16 45, Copenhagen at, ‘Worcester 
ADJUDICATIONS. 


Am, 502 James, Birmingham Birmingham PetJan16 0 
Bu 


x.x =" =) ASSURANOEZH SOOIETpT DZ. — ALEXANDER JoszrH, Richmond, . 
| oo Manager High Court Pet Feb 7 O 


ESTABLISHED 1844. 


Funds exceed £3,600,000. 


LONG-TERM POLICIES AT LOW RATES, with right to change 
to Ordinary Assurances, thus giving 


THE CHEAPEST ASSURANCE PROCURABLE. 


Write for NEW PROSPECTUS, containing full information and other important 
alterations, to 
SECRETARY. 18, LINCOLN’S INN FIELDS, LONDON. 


To COUNTRY SOLICITORS.—A Young 
Man, aged 29, with commani of capital Wishes to 





ST. THOMAS’S HOSPITAL, S.E., 
NEEOS HELP. 
Qa. WAINWRIGHT, 


veyancing Clerk ; 
firm ; salary not so much an object as permanent employ- 





J. Treasurer. 


ESSRS. INDERMAUR & THWAITES 
(Editors of the ‘‘ Law Students’ Journal,” &c., &c.), 
22, -lane, London, W.C., continue to read with 
Students both in Class and Privately and through the Post 
for the Solicitors’ Final and Intermediate Examinations 
and for the Bar Final. Particulars personally or by letter. 
Norz.—Pupils have the use of a set of rooms and the 
library at 22, Chancery-lane, for study during the day. 
November Honours, 19%0.—The ist (Clemente’-inn) and 
Daniel Reardon Prizeman and Winner of the Travere- 
Smith Scholarship was a four months’ pupil. 


k. C. SPURLING, M.A., B.C. 1. (Oxford), 

First Class Honours. ‘ate Scholar of Christ Church. 

Editor of the Eleventh Edition of “Smitn’s Common 

Law,” Barrister-at-Law, continues to PREPARE for the 

or Post University Law Examinations by Day, Evening, 
or 


Bar Examinations, 1901.—102 sent up, 85 passed, 
ss a Second Claes. 


Address, in the first place, O. P, Q., * Solicitors’ Journal ’’ 


Ortfice, 27, Chancery-lane, V. 


Mo YOUNG SOLICITORS. — Furnished 

Room to Let in the Office of « Solicitor. near Law 
Courts; safe and paper case; use of liorary; limited use 
of clerks, or seat for one.—Apply, by letter, 0. Fun, 49, 
Flet-strret. 


ba SOLICITORS and Capitalists. —Mort- 
Required.—Three sums of £20000, £15,000, 

and eid, m0, at x) per ceat. per annum. to pay off existing 

ortgages on sound Freehold Securities valued at more 
than doable the amount required to be advanced; the 
money wil! be required for a term of not less than three 
years; solicitors introdu ing the capital can act for mort- 
gag t.—Apoly, in fisst instanc2, to PrinciraL, cara of 
** Solicitors’ Journal’ Office, 27, Chancery-lane. 
agents will be entertained. 

















Owners generally of Freehold or Leaseho'd Properties 





Examinations, 1901.—12 sent = al all | passed. 
Address. 11, New-comrt. Carev-«treet. 

B. ee Class Honours, Secks Post as Solicitor’s chaser by — gg ee 43, Pyrland- 

* good references; fair Upgui⸗t. s. “ Solicitors’ road, London, adition as to repate immaterial. 


Being actual purchaser no commission req 


A p*red to take Entire Charge of a Child to Educate 
with her own; highest references and testimonisls — 
Ardress, ©. F. Rouse, Esq., Solicitor, 8, Gracechurch- 
street. EC. 


M 


LL.B, Casnteb. (age 23), Second 
” Office, 27, Chane ry-lane, 





~OLICITOR, at present in business in Jarge 

city. Desires ae oy a in Country Office 
with a view to Partnership or Succe'sim; c+pital; good 
sdvocete. * = of * Bolicitors’ Journal ” Office, 27, 


WO COUNTRY SOLICITORS REPIRING 

—Lopéon Firm Desire to Open Country Branch; 

will pay good price for sound conc:rn —— Jurist, 
esre of J. W. Vickers, 5. Nicholas-lane. B.C. 


1* SOLICITORS and Others —A Builder 

oes Financing up to Teo-thirds Value on Gix 
— he is about erectirg ; aa # guerantee given. — 

ADYARCES, Bros. (Lamited), 








lished 1890), 


and visit 


for Languages, Art, 
; British an 


Pupils; Chsperons; 
Foreign Schools recom 
NAPITAL City Offices to be L-t, from £80 
to £40,—SBeance & Haves, Paternoster House, E.C, 





Masic, &c., receivin 
‘companions introdu 





Arucdel-etrect, WC 


mens with a view to Ey or possible succeesios.— | 


No | 
| Ricnagpsoy, Dexnis — Gt Grimsby, Fish Curer G 


| 





‘eb 
Baitey, Henny James, Sabot, Poulterer High Co 
| B. — Y Ord Feb 8 Cheshunt, Herts, Nurseryman 
ABNWELL, DGAR OB, uD! er 
. —— ig! lacie Feb 7 As . ‘ 
ETTSs, REGINALD, Fram emist Ipswich 
Jan is Ord Feb6 
Cook, ALFRED, Northallerton, Yorks, Hostler North: 
Pet Feb6 Ord Feb 6 
Cooke, Hesgpert, Birmin Electrical Engine 
Birmingham Pet Feb4 O:d Feb7 
Evans, 8osent, and Luraer Evans, Landore. or Swan 
Founders Swansea Pet wn 1l Ord Feb8s 
sr = Piaistow, Builder High Court Pet Jan 
eb 
FonnesEav. —— — rd, Horse Dealer Hi 
Court Jan 11 
Forp. Humrurey Gronce, | onl Florist Exeter 
Feb = * — aii 
Grorm?, MaLcotm OrcHiLy, Sou ensington High 
Pet Nov 22 Ord Feds” * 


| Sate, Fee Barnsley, Feuiterer Barns‘ey Pet Feb 
Baty, WILLIAM, wey ys Coal Merchant Hudde 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


for Sale in Town or Country can find an immediate Pure | 


DOCTOR'S WIDOW, in Suffolk, is pre- 


ADAME AUBERT'S AGENCY (Estab- | 
141, Regent-street, W.—British and | 
Por-ign Governesses, Finishing or Junior; Lady Professors | 


get @ Situation in a Firm of Solicitors, chiefly as ~ | Haporxa, 
served his «rticles with a large City | 


i Mortgsgees, Trustees, sad | 21°<-™, Eau>, Kingston o 


field Pet Fed6 Ord Feb 

Cuagies, Peckham grove, Surrey, ⸗ 
Victualler High Court Pet Feb 7? Ord Fe’ 

Harnwoop, #xancis, Cardiff, Wheelwright —8 F 
Feb a Ord —* =n. Gan 

Hep.ey-Bitrsy, FORGE, East m Lt Agent 

High Court Pet D c 23 Ord Feb 6 j — 

Hickxrwporuam, WALTER THARLES, * on Thames 
Kingston, Surrey Pet Feb? Ord F-b7 

Hixps, James. Wem, Painter Shrewsbury Pet Feb 


Ord Feb 8 
Soutien, Leeds, Cartman Leeds Pet) 


Hirrgy, Francis, 
Feb 6 Feb 6 

Jones, Tuomas, Mountain Ash, Glam, Carpenter 
Mountain Ash Pet Fe>6 Ord Feb 6 

Jonpan Many Ans, Dudley, Grocer Dudley Pet Dec4 
Ord Feb 8 

Lee, Ganzy James, Tottenham ct rd High Court Pet 
July8 Ord Feb1 ol 


Maarin, CHaBies en y reece, Plumber 
Albans Pet Feb4 Ord F 

Moss. oe aarp, Leeds, Da'cher — Pet Feb 6 Ord 

— Joun ery Plymouth, Butcher Plymoutl 
Pet Feb @ Ord Feb 


Grimsby Pet Feb7 Ord Feb7 

o Hull, Bai'der Kingste 
u PtJan 3 Ord Feb7 

— 5 King s Cyan, Palater King’s Lyna Pet 

Ord Feb 6 

Bau bd Hewry Grorce, Bishop’s Down, new — 
Auctimeer Sa'isbury Pet Jaal7 Ord Feb 

—— rc! York, Cattle Dealer York Pet Feb 

a F 


SuorrLewontn, Georct, Darwen, Plasterer Blackbu' 
et Feb7 O:sd Feb7 
Sunk ARTHUR, Eston, Norwich Norwich Pet Feb 
rd Feb 7 


Tiurertey, Senay, Morecambe, Newsagent Prestm P. 
Feb7 Ord Feb7 

Turnwer, Cuances Atpeat, and Hanrgy Epwanp mers roa 
Tos, Fivsbury pvmt, Unsurance Brokers High Co 
Pet Dec 16 Ord Feb8 

W urraken, Atyaep James Panton, Min-hex", 
Acsustant Cardiff PetO#3 Ord Febss 

Witesmitn. Wittiam, Malvern Link, Worcs, 
Ww Pet Jan 28 Ord Jan7 

Wise, we C, Barnes, Builder Wandswort! 

ec Li 


Ord Feb 6 
Waiout, Gronon Samver, Da'stn Junction, Mercha 
High Court Feb7 


“hy 





Leeds 

Car penter 
Pet Dec 4 
Court Pet 
mbsr 86 
‘feb 6 Ord 


Plymouth 


Carer @ 





